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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


(ii) ^ w jn#ra> vstra mRuhhI gSt 'h1 % 

3 ntf^ ^ 3 fk ^ w qRuiiHf tr fttiR ^ T 3 

^ ^^ JRg?T ^ ^ I 

(iii) % WRfirgj g 5 l' ^ ^ 

-jd I q I 141 i iVflfriRy ^ ^ ^ «St % 

Rnihql ^ 3R%-3m% : 

(iv) Miftiq 5 iyi % ^ f^ddcsi mf^ifi g>r ^ ^ 1 *ft,2003 g>r 

^ -tiKiyiPicf) gft, %Flir ^Rc| ^3^, viM'Mlddl vtaVil ^ 
wfciPifsiql % «rrfT f^ I ^i4vj|Pi<t5 *tft ^ Mif241 

d'lRaq^ ^ % 3ig^T Tpj ^ f^R^d it ^ g;r 3?^^ 

8TT I Rrfe: w1^4>i 51 % tR xnfM ^ rm 

3?^;M ^ ftrlR f^: 

(v) jnftgrrtt % ar^ w ^ infM ^ flcra:^ tnfM 

SRI jR^ fIjtT -ni^ ^ ^ 3i%nft^ 3i^ gicit ^ijvjiP i ch 

'infer Rr^tsRi dMei^a gRsrt sft i, 

(vi) rTR^rgi Rpgnsif ^ tfp^urr Qd^<s Mif5<ij sri ir crci5; 

fyr% arf^'tjftd %rj ir wRPtch Pictbql ^r jranflRi f^sr w t, 
sn 'fi%'<raT ^ giRR irar t i iRFg nifM 

sr'ir eigif w jiRi^rgj Pic*til afR/ur fs Pt^ql f^xTR ftnn 
W t: 

(vii) vjq^icKi Prani ^ Pran 16 ^ srg^TR, in Pr^wf ^ rtgiRd 
arPrsT^ cRzjt/airaH g^ urt Hgg^ mf^gl ^ ^5r Jigsg^ f^^gr ggr 
m 3fR un 'RrPrefl fettPrgf tNitt fg Ptg,cjl if ftPigg ftxngf^gr 
W : 

(viii) nrrg aigpr 1 ar^, 2001 ^ 30 i^g, 2002 gg? :t I 


[^I—1] 


MPRT ^ WRPflf ; 
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(ix) sifiRjERT ir *** % infM srt 3 imR w 

g5t M ^ t ^ SRPlcf PTtWT^t % ^ 

%r^ ^ ’IFTT t : 

IS. QT<K l#t ^?n? : 

2 .. PNf^raJ vsira pf^’jpfr ^r RtiwitSlH wik ^ ^viR^i ten crar 
3ft7 ^ ^ ^ ^r %^rr w t l fl^ 'tiyccRi ^ toi cpit% 

3?sraT ^rnit ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ hRPicp Rocpql if afR ^ ^ ^JTRra5r if 

PW? ^ t f«r% Rtvtipf if ?iipiei feij \5n% ^ ^ t I 3l^'<iy 

MUd it fw?r ^ 15% ^k^eji nf^diaft % '5vR% ^ ^ ff 
%tT % ^yiidi fl^ g5f RRlf^yr 3fl^ ?F5^ t I r^'t^'l cIsiT 'dycct)i ^ 
arrara! ^ ^'rrar ^ ailiTWFT ^ 3 t*it 7 if ^ f%5# ’ft Riff'S pft 
p|gT yJT ^HPJefr fft? IP ^ 3nw prf%p pftppt ppiaTT t ararar >3^#% 
yiRichichfrf pft afft PiPTf t I 

3. pRRrai Pira RitthPt % p^ trar t ft’ w>tfp pp 

wRchclP ^PcT IWcT %ft pan PPIPP ■’eTRT %ft ^ ftP? ^ ftjPT ’TJIT t, 
papft -HiPM ijeir P5i pRcbciP ft^/<fyecb1 ^ ftnj p^ ftspT ppit 11^ 
ppjR % ftpftr pftpp P>PH M % ftp? t P ft> ^ ftR I 

4. ?nf^p>ra5trf3ft ^ ftetR 


ifrujea PlRlPil if ft'pivisftp ^RMR' il'JiRP % 3flp 3ftP 

■Wycid’P’ % PPtftj 3ftp 'Hydcbl % 3TTPTcT ftPiRp %Pt % aPPIPt ^ ^ 
3TP % 1 preftp irt vjdjiftp ftprRp %p sftp '^Ip % apprftp ftpfRp %p 
ftftpftr Pft^ 3fR ^d l P l' cl?) , PPPt sftP ^3pftP, ftftifeff, PftPP 

ftgRw, ftppp 3fR ftppp 3fR P^aft pp ^cp? pftfeRR anft ’ftftpj 
p«p ppTPftP> ftfttfeft ^ ^ if gpftft t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTOAORDINARY 


[Fart I —Sec. 1] 


gm srra 

5. wik' wt t, ’Ift ^ ■?twegj fwm 

^ ^ jran? ^ 3ik 'tjtijr ■'crm ^ p5tfr aft? »nTr aremr 

#=5^ '■yTl^l g5t t I 5?ra5T JTJfPT WHT^'fr; 5ft 

cT^, anf^ ^ yTRTT t I ??rw jrat^ qj|?fN, 

Trf^gft 1%wjt aft? ^fuTifr arrf^ £[i?r ft5?jT utrarr t I qftft t*?? 
’Ttj ?r5r ■gnrwr gift 5pftg ?ftcr ^ ft ^ t cwr ?t«!T??r 

aft? gpT ft wft ft Ift^T I^Wei ft giroftfts aft? ftft?r Iftgr iroi tl 
grcpi ftft gg pftg fftgfftftaci ft fftg fftgr gfrar %:- 

gj. aiggftg? gsnftgftt ofJid'fiiRlch ggft : 

fftftt g?^ gft g??if, ftt^ aisjgr gpgi| grftt ft fft?: 
g. ftftgg aft? ?Ttsp>T 

6. ggfttgft ?iftt it girg fttft ftt fttft gft gngrf aft? P# 
jrftg ftft gicTT grsn w ?€tcT arqgr g>i?g? ^cTW aft? atcRT; graiftgm, 
ftraft fftir aimift gft fttft g? aifftg fftgr gjTcir ft ?Tfti ft gfftnfftw 
fftgr grrar t I ?ftgTggcp tfftg arilrfftgg ft arcgig 90 ft wifttft 9017, 
9017.80, 9017.8001, 9017.90 ft 3i?nftf gftf^ fftgj ggi t I 
gftftgggift ft g5?r t fft ftg^ g?^ ^g#ft ft araftci amng 
gftgg ?^ t I ?ftgi^;c^ gftg5?DT ftggi 'Hiftfftgj t gsg gifgft ftg ?? 
giggggft gft t 1 inftggft ft fticr fftgr fft grtwft ?Tift gcpRft ?ft^ wr 
aft? gg^g? TcTRT ft gftft ggr ggft gig aft? ggg> gnIftcT t gsrr ft gifg gft 
fftgg g?g t I gifftggft ft gjgg grfftR ft gt?g ftg ftggr fftgro angi? g? 
ggggg fggr gft t 1 

7. gT?ftg gsftg itRT wnfftci ?ig^ g?^ gag ftg gRo ggo ft angiRtd 
g?g ft gftf W aft? gft f 1 gT?ftg ggftg ^ gggfftg ftg^ g?g gag 
ftg gfgo ggo ft aggifftci fftrgg gag g?^ ft ftfftg gft1g5?nr ftftt 
fftftggraft ft ftgg ft garfttg f i g? ftftt diftlftt gg gifftfftjgj? ggr ft 
wfftwigfttg t I ugftggr ^ggg gg> ^ ft ?agg g? jrftg gj? ?f f I 




[MFTI—•gpg 1] 
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jj i f^<t> i <t>f rt e!RT wnfer cMT v3ro ^0 ^ aii'Mifcio ^'n^rr M^ldl 

g>r l^nnfr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r w ^ i 

8. SRf 3Pi^ "’rt jffeM^r^ w ^ ^ ftf^prf^nsfr ^ 
jft^Pra^ ir ^ w 3tcR ^ t I ^3fim ^ siwt M 

^ ^ ^ fti^rtferatt SHT 3PRTt ^ jfleiiPiet^ ^ ^ t l 

cTsnf^ a??ra> ra[^»< faT 3ll4!!i<4>dl3ft aft^ vJMeiai ^ 3imR ^ SP^fT 

^ vj"id fl'iiol % I 

9. ij | [g | <t> | ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^vll^ 3jK ^»ctRI M 

aik ^5# wfr, ^ ^ t ^ wit 

t I jnUrast^ % ^ jral^^ wor fe^n. ansiR 'R <3^ 

^ t I h i R 1 4>i^ tj? 11^ 2(^r) ^ 3ra^ ^ctn? srt 

^ afk ^ ^ WTFT ^ t I 

^0 1P^ tid<Hli|^*»l Tfe ftWR 

10. ^egj g5T gR% ^ wft iiiRi<w<t>Trt afR ^Fnr^ ^ war 

\ 5 fPiT t v5raf^ %) % W!i wg araflr ^ 4 Rh M gsi airgm ftjgr t 

?T8iT % ^Ereg>r git aimra ftRir t I 3^k ycd? ^Nt ^ 

Rri TOi fr g ^5?ng t, 3RT: ^ ^ t afR ^ wwg gR 

f^giHTxnfl'j I 

11 ?*r g? ^ 31 gR^ ^ '<<n wtirt gg jigRig gR^ ^ 

f^ ggiki t; ^0 w>dd afR ^o toI'H ftf^gtcnaft g^f 3rg^ 

Bcqigg, ftg5t, ftftgtw rfrt afR arrarat ^ gi^ wgg ^^ggr gqgw gRT 
^ gR'ftg PiRs^ Mii^g>i^t ^ wg gf^rfig gRgr ,wrf^ l ^ ^i?gtg g^ 
g ^0 g^gg sik ^o gcim tM gjgftgf g^t gfegr gm ^ 
gft arggf^ g# ftcnft g#g I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


12. 4o ^ wftt rnflir ^ ^ 

^ f I ^-3i«lif^d i|vlRj| M gft f|g>t t fbpT W g>[t 

^ FRfr t I ^ i|ylRj| %tT ^ ^ Jim ^ 

^ ^mtJT ^ ^ ^RJciT 11 

13. nRRicfi vwra mRuii4i ^ gjfr jRnt gjeT 

^fRH 608343 %0 mo t afR ^3^ ^ Wim ^ IJlRl^ I cbTil 

mq^Rfr ^ 90% t I m; uiRictJicbTil mqRraf mm t ft? mim 

amf& ^ ^rh ^^imr vj^icn 547508 %m. «it i rRt 

arafe (15 Jf^) ^ 1^ RiSRid t, m: ?jt m=T ^ t ^rangm srraR 
W 12 ’ifNt ^ amflf ^ f^ vjtMKH 438006 f^.m. ^ I mrniRT cfR w 
^viR'i ^ RRih airmR-jimR ^ ^ f 1 ifviRji mr jir ftRm atrmt^ 
^ 3Tc3JT-3TcRr tfcTT t I illRicbl if 31? m?I JR? t ^tM I 44 if 

arf^m? 3 jffe? ^ cimt iiviR? ^ ^#13 jfte^ ^ 

^TviRjt ^ ^ Tjm m mr jtr? cmJT 100 m? trm t I m: R i $R i d jtr? 
^ 3?gR JR mfxtmrmrrf m?RRfF mr 43,80,060 JfJTt mr ^ ^tj? i 

fJT J??^ t i)iRi4)ichTi1 gRT M ?5t mr Bmm jt^ fiR? jr? 

t, 2001-02 3i?f^ ^ ^cRT-m ?R ^ yr an afR j?m jr?Rr 
^ aiTm% ??^r m??5t m? Jnm ^ 1^ t i 

14. JiR? ij? Jim JiRim (jr[#t) aiHiRRiJr, 1985 ^ rnim ?f^ JiRm?? 

JTm J?Jrm aiRiPi<i*i 1976 ^ aRnl? jiRjm jtr j? Jrm 

RRRim gRi mR?ft? Jj? ^siRjd f^R? mp? t I atfSiRRm ^ 

argw if ^ 'dwiwdi aiR^ 5^imRr ?>r PiSRw f^R? jr? t i 3f jirr 
jTvtRjt ?7t pimt ^ anmR ^ a?gR jr aicRT-atm f i jr?? 3rri 
^ 4i6y ^ 3 J?1f^ cimf j?^ %tfi jr ^rj jirr 

6.25 rtRt ?t% jri t I 13 JiRf, 2002 g5t 3iflt^;mT ^ ai^^nr jr;?? 
3IJ3? ^ jftcR ?5t jjf flf^Rff ^ gR # 3 Rmf ^ J?^ jimR ^ 
afR M ^ jiriR # cnjj ?Rr mmi jrtr 5 rd afR ismR 
aifSrm f 1 mf 2001-2002 ^ ciRT-?iRr jt? Jt ^To sf^Rm jfivR 

f^O, vjPnmi gPliJHI ^ JIRI^ # JIR? JJ? JHJPI JRTR 14,34,300 
^ ygRlcI %3? JR? t I ?31?5T Sf^ J?s 2,86,860 JRlt ?5t fe5t t I 
5I^jR, mP m a?^ f^O, RbxI'Ji^y gfiR?J? ^ HIH(^ yr aH f^R? 


W'lfff .. 


1 


[MTTI— 
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W 12,68,375/- ^ t, 3RT: RPiRa ^ ^ ^ 

3 rf?ra 5 ?ni wszrr 2 , 53 , 6/5 ^ 1 aiw: iiifticmcp-dl cp^Pi^l ^ra? ^rar 

% '3^#r 43,80,060 ^ ^ f^5?JT, tlSZTR^ ^ ^TcRT t I 

^iRltblcb'^ ^ fttllW 

15. ^ | Rj» | Tjqj Tf»T snt f^, «^l^ilHI 3ft^ a5t#^ f^o, 
^UniHT SRT ^ 7ft 8St I ^lRl*r<3Fffrf3it ^ 3lRlR<Kl ’IKcf 4 ««!« ^ 
^ ^ aflR vlcMKcb t I i|lR)<l5l<t>Trt v5C<i<;'i<1>l W ^ t I 

16. 3f(R <h?IM SRT {||R)4>I ^ oJigrT ftvqT W RRW 

5 ( 3 ) ^ sTcnter Rri# ^ ^ ^ ^ t i ?wifr, str^r tj? 

3f^ P i <t»ia % ^ % ^r »MP i ^ i dtMw i d w 

^ iiezr tr ^n^, ^ ajf^tjfR t IH ctiqPi/it ^ ftfeci: 
j)ifci<hicbTt tRT rnfl? I Tif^ f?r ?rai g>r uirar t cfr 

sTsJ 7j? trnr ■ir ^ RfeiRrqt - /nf^sFJTssrrt ^wr 

g>i nratJH tRT xnflif i ^ sfsrar ^ ^ ^ 

jjragH %g5R tr «Tn^ I 

HiRIW^ gRT 

17. qre^iM Rra# ^ 2 (a) ^ 3f5?iR vranT ^ ^ryt 

a<T % ^ t ^ ^PTPT ^ ^ («lPi'*f)ui ?WT vJ^ 

ift ft><f | thel l M ^f t amr ^ VF^ ^ g>I 'Hl'ift* vJcMM, 
^ ^ ^ ^ tRcJ vJcm«H ^ t cll^ 

i3?qT^ ?nfta ^ ti^ ^ gj^RT^ ^ aam aRmra>r % 

t TIT ^ aiTiid'<f> t I ^ Trnr^ ir ^ >j?Mi<{<f?r g>r 
>3Efin ^ ^ tiht anpiT I 

18. ^sqR ^ Til ^ tlRrimi g>r €t 3fr ^ 

^ 5 SRT W t, \3fr PlHIiJ'HR t 
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.fMt 311^ ^ wtn gm ^iT atnr ^ ^roi ^ 

ynw PSRm ^ Bcqi^ gm w ^ fuRgjr 

Wjfl^ 'd<^)|c;'1 ^ ^ gm WTH ^ 5^ 

^ 50% % arfSrgj gggr t, gJi ^ ^fnr^g ^ 

3mgT fegT 11 

19. g^fgN Olfxlcbl g^ \3ff|g gg ^(f | p | (g | td ggj^ §<1 W ^ gnf 

f^o, ^t^fgrgT aftr ji5t^ f^o, gf^igM grg ^rpcr 'm ^ grgR 
t%>gT ggr t aflT jnfegg^ % giggM gftg ^ jRfragT^ ^ ^ 

g54p|j|1 gM viMd^ gjgit gf ^ggr g? ftgR t I g | (^ct? | cbrli giMp I g l 
y<gicn ^ 3i?ntg g?g gg 90% ggrSf 11 

20 . Mll^l<gl^l gfe g5g^ t % ilirtlchlchTil ^ gRT gTgJg ggg ^ 5 ^ 

gg 50% t 3frr 5gT gggg gm giggM (^ggiocti 

f^igg 5(3) (g>) aftg (w) ^ gij-HK g^ gfftg g5t gftg ^ grfrrag gigg 

gig% gtg^ gt^ggr t 3ftg % f%gg 2(^) ^ 3l^gR g^ Wtg gg g[^P | |g | tt| 
g5g^ t I 

g. 3pg ^ 

21. iiiFq<picpTil g'lg'drl t TdVgl^vjIvjl gRi gJMN<^ gg g>(^ grR 

g^ ggr t I gjgr ggj gipqcmcfjxil gTg3i% # % gg^sn?^ gg?’ 
gg^aft gg ggt ftg^ggj t afrr g ^ sngrggy ^ i 

gTf%Iggg5gf gigfM ir ^ gg> gg ;HeR gr I ^ ^ ^ gggor 

gg^gTf^g flggiT ggggg g# t I 

22 . 'g^*!i gggBTi^ grg^ # 3(igi(^d ggng ^ sngR 
grftgr g# t 5^#fg gF ggj ifrt^ gggggg# t I Fg-Hdg it t^ g> l ^ctig 

gffg ^gg^g ^ grg^ if #itg ^ f^TDfg gg Eglg fefigr ggr t f^raif gf 

grgT ggr ag % gsigggg^ g'Wiftd ggTgf gg f^^er g^ir ^ gf^ gF gnfig 

g5ggT ^gl % gF f^RT gggg ^ PlRtci gl1^g>l^ ^ fJftjfg ^ I 

g^fgTg grgcft if gggjfTF^ grg gF ggflg gR% ^ gtt^ ggm 




[MPTl-’^P>gl] 
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^ ftvilT W t Wg>R ^ ^ ^ t 3fl7 ^ 

jTRnf^ g57 11 


23. c|)(lcl n*iiPia ^'fr ^ f^'qiX cpy^ ^ '?IF 3i^'^y f^<4l ^1^1 ^ 

1% ^ <1^ 3trarf^ >3?n? ^ crpj; ^ t i arraif^ M ^r % 

ft)# tWr # ^ ^ ftilHI SRT 'Hriilfta’ ^ ft)^ ^ t, ^Tsnft 

^|ft<t)|cb# ^ *ll»irl ^ ft? ^ ^#TFT RT? ^ 3ii?i'i) #7 % 

3t#T?f t I ^ ^ ftftg^r #r ^ jjiftgRR t # i)!Hci)K, gRi<^eR 
■>R g^r # ^fra«r ^r g?# gR ^ t I ^ ^'jncn #f # # Piftw 

^ ^ arrar 3igf%Rr ^ ft? % ’tpt^ ^r f^si#T ^ 3fR 
g5T#lf sn# gR 11 

24. ■?!? ^fTHT ^ipT #mT ft> OTtf^RPT # SIRTTcf ^ ^ftftcT 

TITS?## # ♦iiHei ^ ^nftr9)ig)# % 3iRn# # sft^f eiWi ^ 

#FJraT «IT I vU'H l ft) STR iRfr-#ft MRRid t, )34 w # WT ^T smtftTPT 

^ ^ ir 'dRR'^ afk ft# ^ nRi4y t i ?Rnft, ir 'sww ^ 
31RIRT ^#3) antiRm ^ ^ ^f ’fit t i ’raPf ^^’ih 
’TP# ir ^nftci ^ ’ippT ^ Rftr tit?# ^ W8i #ara# t 
?FIlft ^ PP# ^ ?IlftR ^ aft i|Ru||*ij ^ t I 'PRO! ftFIT v3(RPTT 
ft) ^ | R|4)|<t)## gRI w 'HHMK-’IR ^ 'PHWR ftFP W «IT 
ftRPt ’IB ^ W SP ftJ ’IRP^PR ^r # PP ft’Pft fJP 811 IR# 
apfftipi ^ fftPTR ftFIT w sp I psnft, aiFirat # sftErai # 

^ if znfWra)## ^ PR-BR ^ ftft^ uift*'# ^ 

BR ^ PP ’IB PPRR aft# PRPT Pft’ ftFIT ^ ft> RT ^ ^R ft^gR PFft 
^ IflSPT Miftcf)# f I 


25. ft# ^fti Tps’jn?^ % lEi# M ft ’im ’ft’ti tft ^ ftaw pr% 

^ JFIRT fftR 8)1 I ’nfftlRRlIft ^ ’IB ftftp t ft) IRlft SRI ftPlftp 

^Ris ftSt ’i8ii#iT 3fR ’pisRi ft ag’w t, ^ SB 'Hrnifta ftift asrai 
fftft %g ^ I ’nft^i^rtal ss ftfts t fft ’laft sift^iS)## SRi 
JR^B aft)ft ft! vSTB aft<I)lRs1 SRI ft! RI ’g# t, Bsnft B’T Bezi ftt 
vSTlB sift*!*# ftslftfi ^ ftl SRft ft! RT BS)# % I ’IB *Ilq*I 
ftPT ft) s i Ri<I) I <1)ti 1 <t)mP i s1 sri wnfft ftifti tft ftt ’letiftiT if s^ 


2498 GI/2003—2 
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THE GAZbllfcOFINDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


WR ^ t I ^d: gifxKpic^Til ^ ^ 

^ ^'^dl t I ^ 5^ vScMK ^ yui<i^j xT^ ^i«rT8j?TT ^ ^>Rur 

t I 

26. ^ ^7T8T ^ cbf^d ^ 

tMlfxict?|cj5Tli3ft ^ t^clcji f ■?nf^ra>l^^ djMp|4) ^ ^fcfFRT ^ TJ^ ^ 

^ *11*1 eti ^ ^ t ^ TTTB^ ^ JRlt^ W ^ ^l Rl4> l 4>Tfl 

^ 'leld ^ ^ OTjf^ ^ sfnsrra^ ^ ^ I ^ TTT^ ^ ^ 

^ w ^ t, f^ W ^ t I t ^ fJI^TT ^ 

^ ^7T8T til<31-^ ^ ^T>cR^W ^ cl*^l4 ^ ^ STT^ ^ftST 
^ ^ OTjf^ ^ f 15nnP^ ^ ^ ^ 

it t 3fR ^ ^FT^ t I 

27. Ml<?l ^ ^ ^ ^ vjTRTT t OT-Hin^lcb ^ TITb’*^ 

^ fIcT ^ f ^ Pl^c;-i t 3TRT?ft W ^ ^ffcT^ cPTR vSTT^ ^ 

t ^RilR? ^ TJ^ SfRifcId ^ ^ ^ vjftW ^ ^RTtt ^Hxft tl 
^ <iiRiq7i<^)TiM ^ PiR*^ 5rrf§rcF>i^) ^ ^ Pi^dd 1 ^>?it t ^ 
OT^TRTt t\ 5TfcOT c^rm^ ^ RftfjlR^l dWlf^ 3IFM R R r 
q^l^jRr ^ ^STRT ^ ^ ^ t I 

28. ^ W t ^ndlRld M dd ddW t 

% d? # ddnfef ^ ^ wi5t ^ f I dF ^Rr Tjd 

3To?TTd?TRd5 t ddqdT dtt t I 

4^ cfe 

29. dm M m dtf d5t d^ t d5t dm? dR xr^ m ^iRrRm 

^ 3Tcntd ge<t> dd “Udm dtf feOT t. d^t dTRT-d^dld dT^ W ufHT 
drftd I 

30. d? 3TRrdTt t dm M d5t m, dm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^jumr ^ dR Rr^^rd? ^ d5t vdpft diflxr i Rpt ^ ^ v^n^ ^ 
v^rrSt t vm5t fe5t ^ dmt d^t d5t iifezrr ^ ^ ^i^dmr 

dTl^ f dlf^ 3dRr ni6<di ^ did dRdldtt d5t ^ d^ I ddl^ddM, d?d^ 
^ ^|dd oEndRt ^ dfctdl ^ d5t dR^ f fyRrt 3 d>t cPdlf 


[MFTI—•gpgi] 
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^ t ^ crarl ^ t 3isfe 2.6 ^ 

^ t I jr^ ^ M % ^pRT sn^ g»t g>»T ^irar wt 
iJl^ch ^ imIoi ^?1T ^ I f^f*iH cqmi'^ if ?nt cfPT m<pi'< ^ ini ^ 
^ t I ^Jfen ^ ^ I^Pl*l\dl3it ^ ^iW»I JRFT ^ % 
sTsSoytj'wn it jraJR ^sjiwstt git jftrfn?^ I 

31. *iihH %*1t ^ v>iiTi ^ uiitI ■eiif^i^ ail^ ini ^ RspI xIipI ^ 

^ I WR ^ M ^ fta>t ^ % TfT?^ ^ f|?ft iR ^Wk ^ 

I ■qf^ Tim ■5't ^ ^ ^ 1?^ iktT JtM gR?IT t ^ 31^5 
^ 3isikr 't<J1ct5i4 '?^kr % 3ri?ra» <iciJl ^ \jmr ?it jra5R ^ ^<it irt ^ 

■fT^t gill ’ft’m Tim ^ilt I Tifen vjcMi<ii g?f gR^r inl^^raRrt 

^ Tft% ^ Tjgj gjRTii Tif t ft? gjf TITfg? 3)l<llftd W JRftTI ^jft 
gmi t cwlf^ t ^ f I Tjiftgjigitrt srt ^ m yl^m 

artRikei jjuicjyi ^ f | 

32. Timi TiR ijf m siftftm ^ 3i^ ^ ^ ^ TnftraJWrit ^ 

^ cTW # 3isrt^ ^ ui^cht ^Tt ^rar ^mr ^ 3r?i^ t'l «i41«{di # sfk 

^iftftm ^ vjrtxi ^ ^rim % gmr i tm? gTt 

<t?*Mp l 4t git -H'liHUI ^ 'H'<<*>N g?r ^ftft ^ ft^ ^ ’EIlft'T <Hi1ft> 

«3d<j5) ^5jr8iT3Tt ^ i ^?9> mft % suri anerift g>r ^ 

Tim M ^ ^^crerai giRTR ^ ^ t I 

mftranft gRi vaiw ijft litw Tiftnirri 

33. uii1<wi3tt, dsit*! ift 3iT?r (^oflcs ^israikr hri ft?'? tut 

g?t \3iRr ^ eft Tftt t 3fk ?Ti vaftr MRi»ir*jt cra> Mgdci wt ^ ti^ ft^ 
ftiTiT tri f ?isii mmRT ^ ^Rri mi Trai ^ <»>k<ii 4 ^ ^ t i 

34. vmjdd ftrarfr ^ srj^iR, g>t 3t5#r tr m tr ftuWf ^ 

TflTrelt tr ft^ gmi ^ift'T ftp# gftrm <|-eH4<^dI ## ^ §t^<1? 
^eipn TRn t I 

35 . #?T# ttppi chI ^ Ift> 3)|4|ictcr> *I#f # 3fk 'S'd^ 

at i u i d^f ^ jmra# # ftft^ JRg?r ^iff # i Hiftd?kt Tif m #1^ 



THE GAZETTEOFINDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I—Sec. 1] 


^5^ f t # *114*1 ^ sfigj % I gtr ^ 

%<T ^ d<t>) g5t SRT vsrra ^ ^ f ^3nj ^ 3ri?ic[>f?r ^ 

^ ifr 31'd‘ld % ^ q«?‘ 1 l *1 w ftxtR ^ jrff 53 RI«f 

'fTTcf ^ # I *11*1 <T5 W Tjg TjuT 3||tiPi<m ^ 3i?P?d gJT y idM ^ 

^ ^ gif 3^ arrggggj HTfiraJi^ i> tim 

^^grar wgr ^nfltr i wgM ^ giftcf arniRfr ^ ^igor ^ ^ 

got yrtw g>^ ^ uncT t ^ gg^ # isgfnr g»r Hg>-Hi*i 
g|wr ^ t I 3Tcr: sil^r^ gf gra ^ f wgM grtg-g^diH # 
grf^ armrcfr ^ gggur g5t wg ^ % I 

wf. f^f^'c >iil*iei>i'Jl SRI gfi^ Hg)j)g><(ui f^ggvi gpi^ if 

g«gjrir ^ fHiig ~ 


36. grfcichicbTifgff ^ ftgR 


deiVi % y^ci viej'i*! g5t atig ^ ftf^FT ^ gi^ if 11 angg, 2003 

^ 4cpclct,«<u| Rqyui ^0 14/31/2002-^firfftJ^ ^ gi^ # appft ftnj# JRag 
g5t sJt I 


37. ggrggg: 


g?g ^ ^ fBcig<s w<t>K SRT g^ ggr g# 

ggRiT ggr t’ i STcf; ?g Pif5^ jjiftrgg^ iff gi^ if jTRjiigj grtw-gf^nngf 
gt jfe g^ir gg arfery f 1 


38. g^;3gi>g 


f5^ grrStg vidiig*i # gif^ggg5#3it gg gg^g gggr t afig 
Rggig'HW y^ \3gfrg gg% # 1 


39. tfigg 


■’ft fldg^ gsigjR % gw ijg gf nggigoft gg wg gg 
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1] 


P 


^ ci5t t 1aicrrar, ^ ^ t afl^ ^ 

^ era' ?T^ ^f?-qi\iiiy 3i<joyc|'t^l flirti ^ *ll'ii vjiHI % 

?rg7 ^ g5T mRictt^ wirag> ^ ^ g;? ^ ^ «it^ aisiiarawT 

^ it g>i4 g57 ’?fi t i srt: JuftRiift ^ral^ 'SVerai ^;gin ^ stteir 
w tt>i^q i j ^ ^ t I inf^^JraseM t ft? hkPi* ^ 

MRu i ml ^ fe? •m? 'HHM ^ ^ %ikw ^ ^ ^ ran? i 


40. ^rara <t ^og> 

imPt Rtf^ sii(g|» i ^ ^ sra^ ^rara ^ ^ ^r michM ^cg> ?Rra raT% 
^ R)tt>iR^ i t eTinPt 11? Pi^41 3if^ ^[gg? opit^ gft R<tt>iR!<i ift 
3ra^ ^srara^r # ci5t wj ^ ^ it ^ ^hw^t gft 

’Trar ^r ^ IT ^ 13^ I ei«nPr, ^[c^rt ^ g5tira ^ ^ 3if?TR ft 
w rani I 


MiRiq>i^ 5RI raira 


41. '51T ratw MR“ii 4 i ^ Ricpicici raira vjtiVi eirar 3pii ffrra^ 

Ma4>iyl gRi ftnr ^ ci5t ratw ci5t iif t atW^ wftraRfein irar 
t eCT ra?t gjff iff TsRra rara w, ^ ?ra <iiR<n4 gft iif t I 

errarf^, ffera^ rafM ^ tj^hi ■nr? ^ ■'T’tk gfr eft ^1%eT wtr w ratra 

^ Ilf t I 

3r. <) I H Tra| ftlfe ^tHeT ^ HTCT inf^: 

^'•ei’tHifTjira ^ flrara 

42. 4 o ^ g 5 tira ram srai^ ^ ^ ewi ^Rm 11 ^ 
12 rao ^ ram-irm ^ t I ^ 2000-01 ^ mf^grramt gRi raeg 
gjT g>[f OT^ gft t, raef! im rarf ft ragtRrar raw RPiiitdi gft rairarm 
f|g5t cftiRT ^ 3 t 1^ gff fr rawr t l wg ^ ^ ira f^Rratm ^ rara 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


elFTcT ^ ^ gjRDI ^ t SRT: 11 ^ ^ 

3Tf?ra5 ^ ^ 3nt 5)1 f^raf^nr srgf^ t I 

43. ^ifxld^lc^-dl SRT 5? ^5)R feUT W t ft) vrixT 3rgft ^ ^^55 TJ5) 
1f>T 3n| ftro % ^ 5)r 3 M 55 ft5tcr 0.21 3FI^ ^leR 5)t # 
3nt w 5)ft^ 57 ft)5T t I 17^5 31^ 5f ^ ft) »K<dM I gR 57 gSftcT 
RWT 8 7!)5^ (0.16 315^ft)t ^TcT^ 5ft 55 t I 5T7ft5) 5rrcr mRuMh I 
ftylRd 4.08 315^ ^IcR 5ft ft^.W. 5)t Tpf 35^ ijt 5)t gR5T Tfif 
5)t55 5PT55 2.08 5ft ftj.m. trft I Tpf 3nt it 5>r yszfr ft 7155 55 ? 
(ilftl'HMd 3ft7 5fxRr ^ 57 cfR 5lft ftt 3ll<lJ<5<t)dl t I 

yiRlwiwnl ft ftxIR 


44. clitdH 5rixr 41-I ft ftT)^ ^ 3it7 41'I ftr 55 d<T> ^7-51557 31^3157811 
ft 7)5 5T5T 55751 5R 55) ft) ft5 55 5^ 55555) 5f 7 «5 f ftd 5|f 5)7 
ft5 ft) 5? 51557 3is!r55785 5Tctt f^lftft ^1 551515 557 Tfl t I 315: 
Mlft^l'Jl 55 7Tft55 555151 ^551 ft 35517 57 55^51^ 5R5T ijft 57? ft 
5f%5 t I 5lftft5) 5115 ilRuilft ft 5lft^ ft 75555 ijey 55 P i yR» l 51557 
3Tft3ra7e5 5lft fftftt ftTlft ft?l ft 55555 5)t 5R5)ftld 5555 ft 35^57 57 
fftyi t I 

45. 57jft ftftft^ yiftcSlft ft 5lft ^ 31Hftftl 51517 ft 705 ft MlddT l ftl 

7p5) ftt fft5)lR?l 5)t t 5S5ft 5? ft)5T 551 t ft) 3ift5 go5ft ftt 

Rt5)lRy ftt 3r5ft5)t 51517 ft 7o5 ft ft 5)t ^ 5lfft ftfft55 57 ft 

ft 5575 ^g755 5)t 5151 55 «T55 5 ft I cWlft, ^c5ft 5ft Tftft 5ft5ft ft 
7)5 ft ft 7751 557 I 

46. 5lRl5)l5)dt glTl ddllftd Tlftt ft5 ?57ft715ct 31lft51?ft?15 355) oltTTl 
ftftcHl41 ftftftTrft ft 31^7^ t I ?7lft 3lftR55, 5lft555)tlt glTl ddllftd 
ftl fftftt ft Tftcl ftit ft ftl7 5ft II fftfftftTlftt ft 3it7 55557 ^7571 M ft 

5ft III ft fftR[ft?rftl ft 31^7?! t I 57f5: P)tft5 fftft 31^4)dd 5ft 
5151 5Rft 5lft 5815 ft7-^7'lftl5 5i5iftft517ftf715«5 55 55R1 t fft ftl 
51555 7T5t715 3id7l>:ft5 Jjuiddl 515ftt ft 31^ t I fTl ^7it5 ft' SftftRl' 



[ '^FT I—1 ] 
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^ ^ t w ^r ^ ^ aid'll^ w ’ft fow l 'd i^JiT 
«ndr t I ’nfrrajrajrft <j«Mdi ydjw it> y^iKd ^ 

^ t I g^:, ft ’jftq afk ^ TT^ ^ (ftchR<d ft?rt ^ fft?g ft eo % 
3ifftg> ft?if ^ fftgfti gy?ft f i cPin? gg anftg g>r gftt airaRg^ 11 

47 . 5^ ft 1ft> 1J3P ftg ft did 3 dT 4 ’TPI ^ #, ddJW ^ gift ft 
ddicftTui gft gjftt t I arfftggM ft ^ grfftgggj# gjqfftftf gg 

ftlgr fftjgr t gfk 'ft'jft wim gfft>gi ^ ftM t i gerfft ftgifftg ftg g> 
ddugg aftg fftgft.ft 4§d dift ’rni ailftei f' gsnfft giRi^igjdl fftftgg 
11ft> fftdRitftg ddng afk jRdifftg gigg# ^ ^ ft g>g ftr g>g g g^g i j^ul 
■giftt ^ fftfftfft^ fftig gnft gft atiggg^gr 11 

48. gigg giTSu ^ aicnr-ajcig jj^egichH ^ gift ft gitftggg;# g? fftftgg 

gvigr di?ft # 1ft> ^^gft angggggii g^ 1 1 gifxig>i<bdf ^ ift ft SRi giftf- 
fftgfft’ftl aftft g> gigg gft grtri gg fftggRi gig f I g? ft^ 

gnftgi 1ft> gsrfft fftgigifttg adiig aftg gwilftd gmg-sl ^ ft gig/trgg> 
ftiifftci t dsirfft ftftr gift! g> fftift aicig-atgig gifftig fftsrtfftg g^ fftgj gft fi 

49 . giftt/gggft gg giggftiftt cigift gnft gft aggug^gi 5^ gji^r 
fft> ftgt gft gfi^ ft aicg ftigg, gw aftg ftiraftt gft anggggiciT t i 
ftftt f^ifft ^ Hi ggftof, gfft giftt gi Tigg>r gg giggftr^t ^[cg> ^ g cigrar 
gnft dt ggftgif fftftKjgj #r ggftftt 1 

50 . «igd ^ftfftig ^ gift ft grrf^gjiwt gifeggft Hi fftdiftr gg ^ngft ctgr 
gi?ft t gig gigfttg giRiggft ft gifft^igjdtaif ftr g? ftg^ gjgft ^ g??! gr 
fft» gfti ft gftgfti ^ g>g gif w ftigjft aftg gfft^ggt gg ^nggr gif gig 
ftigift I difft^igjdt ft sng feiraT m fty angrfftd ftgf gft g^g gftgg 3-4 
ftngft gfft gg (3 ftfdft ftq) dg? gg? t 1 idgft g«igi ft ftgf gft ddngg aftg 
fftgft ciigd ^ ftf 2-5 ftfdft ^ f$ift grftg» ftg gg aigr gft gnft gigft 

gftgi 6.25 ^ ftr ftw 50 ftfgg ftg Hi fcnj 62.50 g® gfft gg dg> 
ailft^ 11 





16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 
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51. RRoe iTTi^i'51 ^ ^ w ^ w t if 

gjT ^ ^ t ^ ^ aiKn# % 

^3^ ^ grwRch ?rf% ^ ^ t I 

aiflrgET^ gRi ^ 

52. Hlft|<t>i?| iJirqcr>|cr>xll ^ ^0 lini-WI^Olvjl f^o, ^ SRT 

^ ^ wra t I jn%cfji^i ^ g?^ 11% to ■ ^ ■^yvn^O i vji % 

5i?^Tra# ^ i3tr ^ fen mkRicj} vjiTtr nfentt w cfe fen, f^nr w 
^jffer w, uiBr tt t \5fe nfentf w nw ^srat f, gt 
^ t I snfenft fer gj^ t fe gjfer gn feifer 

OTtiRidiaft TfH ^ TT 3ft7 argjflPid f^nran fett iratn ejrt jim 
ffen wn ar^ifer t, ^ ^ferm ^aw Hfenn ^ snR ast fij ffen w 
t I MiddM ^ gn ^ ferfcfer ejrt mfer sn^nat ^ a>R<n s# 
^ jmm gt gnn gs^nr % i 

53. 5n^ 9 gy (i)(3r) % 3i?T%, fe# ^r: ^ wr t aiHM ^ gg grsf 

t:- 

(i) ^mPT cRg ^ 'dHi^g oqiHK ^ ^ t ^jo?! gR gf 

feiW fer gr ^ t ^nfer ^ ftfer #r feifer ijg gig 
(6) ^ aiatci ggpf gif fenfr ^ aiggR fegr ggr gi 

(ii) gjg gigpg angig ^ gg t ferfagj fer gi ^ig ^ giuiR t 
ggpT g^ gt gtf fet g ^ gi gig fertagj fei gi ^ig ^ gtcj 
gign? t feig gignr feif^ gi fet gt g^ gigi ^ gsigoi f|gt 
% gffei ^gpn g|f gt gn ggfe #I, ag gigpg ijgg ?gt % gtf 
ijgi fen:- 

(gi) ^ggig g?g ^ ^cigiarg? yRRIti ^ gig gggji fertg, fertcig> fei 
gr 5lg % gi fe^ gg^gg ang % fegi gnij feggn feifei gg 
gig (e) ^ atata gar? ai? feiat ^ ai^aR fegi ggi?: gi 


[vmi—Tgpxgi] 


*IR<T ^ 
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(^) Bf>nT ^ ^ # ^ggRT ^ ^ cTRrt, aa i -HP i ^, 

3ft7 ^mrpjT cTPRT g«n ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ gRi (6) ^ aicT^g ggnj gij ^ aigw ^ I 

54. 4?i<i ^ *ii*i(v| if vjf?r cR^ gg 3traicr ^g»r*T cn^ ^ ^ 5 ?r ^ 

% ftjgr ggr ^ ^ gJr ft^rfcr ^ ^ ^gcT gr -i i -viRd fegr 
ggr ^ gr gg f^ratci ^ fegr v5n?iT gr 

Prahr gr^ ^ ^ gciHirH* 3i>t»RT giS ^ g? wtrt ^ gg 

f^Hrf^r gi^ ^ # 5W9?t g?tiRr ^ ^ ^npn i 

55. Miltl<t>iyl Mic'i'^'Jl Pi<i*iiqofl ^ aifl^d % gnsTR ajsjogg^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ # fti5pg <ftHivjcg> grfSi^ggrgjr, l^gig? 15 im 9 g5^ gjRn^pir 
^0 44 / 99 (\h< 9), f^gigj 31 gt, 2001 ^ arfSrqggr ^ 28/2001 (i?gS) 
gfl? ftiiq> 4 vjiigyl, 2002 g>t giRT'^tut ^0 1/2001 ('pf ^ ift ^ 

g5^ % I 

56. mf^igji^l % ^igir ^ ^ f^raWr gjr gim ^ ^fgg ^ggr jRp ^ 

w ^gd gRT ^ gipR angf^gi, gf^ gj»f #, jRp g?^ gg ara^ 
ferr sjT I jnfegg^ % gro # '?igif ^ ^ ^jaigm/g^r an^gd/iiP i P il ^ g>r 
’ft l^'iai gi I arfiigiift ft iftgr^cgj SRii> aifftfftgg gft gRr 9 g>(i)(’^ ^ 
f^raftr gftger afk whiwj pg ^ f5|gft{ui ^ joftrggrsf ^ ^ 
Pigld<t>i ^ jRgigfcnrf ftvSt sff 1 wtrt pg afk g>iy<dHi gr? fftgf^ 
gftgg fftg^m ^ fft*4ipR g?rtgT ggr 1 1 




57, Pll?^ ^nfilcfJT^ % ^ ^ fTRT ^ 

ft^r ^ ^grgRft gft jPHigf^ ftvSt I 


58. jnlftggft ft ftte fftjgr fft> grtg ^ggsang ^Sgsft aifft^ggi ft grtu ^ 
^ft?g jniftggft gig ft^St gf awigcft ^ fttg xgg.gnf. ^ ftj 
fftgftfg> ft jr^tr g# Iftgr ^ 1 aRTgftig ^ ftaft M il ftg» i ft 
^ fg giftgg ggftg f fft> ftft g diiggft'/P i gjdgft' w 


2498GI/2003—3 
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^-?TC3rR ^ \3 ifit wifltr ^( R r cp i cf)^^ 

IRT ^ IT? % SlsJoJldwr W f^Rft ^ ^ 

t I yilti45(?i % ^ f^>?iT f% 4n%cf>'fcf>Til % f^f^FT w? ^ 

3miR ^ ^ if ^ Sl^faigwr ^ ^ ^ 4 

?[raT t I SRT: HT(Sr*l^ % % ^RTR STsSajcI WT ^ gif g5T P r a^dcf) gRT 
'ta-sd ^ ^ ^srr f?T cis!T ^ euft # ^ 

ddJIdd cnw SRT ^ gvJTf ^ t ^ f?T JI^JR jnj^ra>I^ 

cpt arnrRvTRT g?r yt^vor rpj gR% ^ argi# t, 

f^RFt ^ 3Tgw f^cprt if w^-dH ^;iRr ^ vjfiRr ^r^RFfr 
^ ^ Mf^dil^d ywidd cTRRT ^ 3TmR W ipvlRy ty sfR tprfiy 
RiRT ^ ^viR’d ty, ^ ^ 3Rry-3RnT wyBr ’j??! gy t i 

59. MiIti<T>i^l % 3tf^ f^tsrfyoi ^ jnfluRnsJ ^ vfcyidc5l/Plytdd>li ^ 

^f€tcT AviRy ^ ^ *** ^RR/1%TrT ^ ?raT yy^yy RTry 

^ ^viRy ^ ^ fcR *** ^5RR/feifT ^ yrryRf cpt f^tir t i 

yi. 

60. yilytpiyl % ^ %jn y€tR i|\ 5 iRy ty sfR yy^ery rtrt ^ 
^nyRy $y ^ %j yrRrf^m^ stt^xht yy yrtferaTt ygiRr^yricRr, 
^PtRyyyr srt yjgjfcF any?# # angR yy aRnr-aTciy Rpirty yTtyy R i #Rd 
^ yf t I Piyldcyi # ysTf w yTyT y# |3y B ^dRiy 
yiRrayynrtaft irt yyry yy argyiR yrg# yi^, yrg# #yT, yyftyR, 
and^fy yi% yay yrR ary # Riy ^yRT: *** ^SRR/ftryr*** 
^sicR/f#yT,*** ^RR/f^,*** :gT erv;/fe yT yarr *** ^y/f^y i yy 
wytary tW yyr t I 

61. ati%y RraRiy ^ # 3 tRy #t # yyRfTyr 1 %#y 

^*id yy *** ^icR/f#yT yarr yy^yy Rnyr # 3 tRy ^ # fciy yywyryy 
Ri#d yTiHd yy*** ^sreR/f^yy # yw yiy 4 feryr yyr t i 
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^r. mg?T, ^HTORT ^ aft? f^Jifer ^rt 

62. ^ ^fWfiRT if PlHI^'HK oQcReil ^ %:- 

63. ' *iiRn Pi<»>iHfl ^FRT PiR« f%?rtw g>>*Rr aft^ 'HIHM 

’55?r ^ ^ <3^ gcHT gsWl JfE gcRI 3INR ^ W W tF< r d : 

^5r?31r SR w ^ ^ vjnipft afk wfhR ^ wtraRr ^ g»t ^ 

ftfelft ^ it ^ v^npft I 

64. ^ 3RR gci*tl<)ai ^ H"4i4 'Sici^ '3 »i<p x^cp if '5*4 
^ ^ aiRR *R '«5rcid ^ ^ vsi*p1t I *3S5f 3RR ^ ?nf*Rr 1^ftg5t g5t 

4>'{raM, omqR ^ ^ diwR* ft^Rdnj d«ii srt ^ srr ^ g>i*rd 
^y^ddl ^ jmiftd SR% ^ HSfiRI %*r ^tlcT t r 

65. mddM PidHMcfl ^ 315*1 I if Pwffid SlfBR 'HR I ’d 5^1, 
sffiR 3fR TO=T inf^ * Preif-^ui *r *iftRr sr% Riis i df *r 

apRisR ^Rd iftfir S5r *ncR # i jnfSra>i1l ^ ^isir ^ ^ ^ 
Pidld^f/ddtidchi * *ndd iiif^ * 5 ^<i>d tg utid arafir if diftd aflw 
dRM 5fd d5f gcRT in% affw thw^m SR f^rafw s>>*Rr % d5f # I 

Pldfd*/vJd)ldcbf * *ndd Illf^ PlHig-HK SddT %: 




-HRM ij^cd 

('SI<?l'Vft’«l) 

4>K^HI gR W 

pf^rtd d5f 

rv V 


'^ratcf^/vjOT^ 

Hilia cDi*ia 
(^STcR^feffT) 

if *ndd 
in^ 




i|c:|c:|c 

1069% 


( *PI547 IRRT 
%4) 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

148% 


dMy'icW diff Ifldd inf^ i^ddiRffR * OT? t I 
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66. 'jejVl % fiSRT 'R gJT f^iJn % 

g5t*RT m f^rakor ^5^ ^ ^PRr spstr ^ t | nrfcRfltr g5t»RT 
g5t RFRT TR 3n5n%r #ft Ttif^ l gft^RT ^ 

HR*iiMcr) ^ 'Hct>di I grf^igjranit ^ if ^ Rrafw g>rtcf Rnrag^ 

11 gsnf^r, gif^rangRit Rraf# gJr g^g gR^ f ?fr g^gigg g5t 
cTFRT 3fk 3#g5 #Pft I ^cT wiigg gr ftgR gR% ^gig 
giR)<T.ict>Til % wngg g5t aflw cimg l%<t>icft t, 3iraR gg i Hfr i '<(^ci 
gW gg ftert^g fegr ggr 11 

67. graUr g5t ^cigi ^r gim grgfir ^ grar gm g>)»ra ^r 

^ gggor f^Rft ^ ftRnrtgr gJr «# gff g^ t I 
Tigg ^r g^i# # ggiR g't^ gff t | ggyi<w <t>Kui 1 ^ snsiR gg ?gRr 
t ^ ^iviR'i tg ^ gfRjRft gg g^ ^cg> gff Rgrai '^rt 

giflg I 

68 . gT#rg> wg ^r, RrggRg ftRir ggr gogj, ggg ijgg ggr 4.106 
3 ig,gr./ fegi. ^ ^ gg atgg # 1 iflcfid ^ gg aftgg gR ?rggg 
100 TTR t, ^gg# g5tgg o.4i 3 ig.^/gg #n1t I 3 iraR gsir 
gggt ggg? g>r aiRg gR% ^ gig ^giftg/«rfcRf|g aggig gf^gg 0.30 
3ig.^. ^ Rggg 51 # 1 Rt^gg fegr ggr # ^igf giRnl if ^ R i ngg 
3 T 2 rtg gigg grf^ aisigi sif^ gif3n gg ^cg> crgigr gng I g^gig gi g<^ if, 
gg^ gg ant Rro t ^ gsn vjcnt 2002 if ^fiig gt 3 tt. %g ^ feUf 
Rggg 0.21 am. ^ ^ggt g^fgg gg Rigfg f^jgr f i ^gifcig ml^yftg 
g5fgg 0.21 aig.gr. ^ aiRig^ gtf tr gigjtt, ft^iggR gg gig 5 ^ aiigT^ if 

ft^?ff grsr ggr tfgi ■<ff ?iiftci # 1 ^^ifcig RnwRui f^jgi ggr ggg^ 
t affg^^ ^gRf^ gfigr giflif | 



[VPTI— 
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69. ;n#ra> ^ ^ 6 ^r Piwf ^ ^ t 

% ^ sraUr ^ ^ <«’Wft4> afrr ft t i w ^ 

fJTRT 11^ 3ratr ^ ^r ^ 3i^ ^ ^ft^ sprit 
i3?TT^ srsrar ft# ^r f^RTse ^ snt t i ^r iiftf*ra» 

mRuIIHI % ft fRIT t ft> Rl-iNe, ^ift ft t ft g? 2% % 3% % 3lft^ 

t I ^IF ftim W t ftj iftcj ft# f fftr ft t I ^ ^ ft> 

ft# #*Ri ir ftwr ant t naziRnni ^ ^ ^ t #tft> mfti^ra;# 

#fftRfr f 1997 ^ liar #Er amft #tn fr ain^ an# #JRfr 
n#gj w 10% ?T^ v3E## ^ftfran ftnr t i ff n? ^ nft t ft> 
<jiRi*icj5Tit ctjiiPiiil cTPfr # ^ arfuRi gj? # t ftra^ nF frai fti 
#tr ainft ^ #irt ^r ^ ft t, ^ran tr w t I nren? ^r w 
ijn ant f^o, f^Ptn^fr gftnpn % nmcr ^r 31 nrf, 2000 # ^rrirt 
# 4 ^57 ^ ijt, cTW 56.32 csra sn, # 31 2001 # ^tpiirt # 

132.82 cRS ?F w an I 31 nrf, 2002 # ^fPin?! # nF ^ 
130.10 cira ^ ^ n? w tfi If# jran?, ^0 #^(^ i[^ ftio 
vjPiiiHi ^ np# ^r 31 nrf, 2001 # ^fpin?! # ^ ftm g>7 

% ijt ^ 41.64 eira an, # wn araft % nsni? 51.23 eira tr 
w an I F^ jraiR, nF ^ ft) ft# ftRin^ % niRor mfti epRj) # # 
sift tr # t, naznpm) ^ % n?Ri 1 1 f#^, #Er nn jrf ^ tl 

Hlfttbl^ SRI 

70. nrenM ftnft ft aiffti-II # sift ft ftraft^r ft ftrafti ^ ^ 
HNaiM t ft): 

71. sift ft ftgftoi 4 (# mftn aiPiRi # nrai nan ^pipi n?f ft ftnr 
FPiiR Ti ftftft n? mftn aipnft ft ipnn nan (?3) '^}ft nnnft ft 

nmin# Fn aipnft ft nftn# ipnn ftft # n^fn^ ijira ?iiftei fpfti 

72 . mftn aiPiRfr # nrai # #n gift wr ^gpn mftranft eIRI f^ fri 

w ftnR #ft ft) ggi mftn anmnt mn ■gm ft awgi nmn ft nnnnn 
araigi ft gn# ^ft 1 1 ftft<se mftgjift mftn angRit ft 

’Jen nF jmrg ft ft# ft ftnn 19 ft nn-ftnn (2) nF ftnnr #ift fft nm 
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’TRcT # ^ pci'll # SJPM gRT ^ TT gctjij^u t 

’}e?i ^ ^ t ararar w ^ amrat gr jmrg aRiair if 

^ % arajgT gftrrat t tifr % 

ararar ^ ^ I 

^ ’Tm # ^tfrir w anairar ^ jmm g5t tsim ^ 

^ f^RRracft ^ ai^ii (iv) ^ arfWT ^ g5r ^r jmm 

^fr^cT^ w ^icn, sfirar fla^ Trrar, 

crmiR^, ^ TTi^ 3ik iR 8IT I ’ 

74. JTTfSi451^1 % arfrPT gR^ ^?nRT «# ^ ^i^cra^r nr 

t I ^ uraf^Rj cisir ?nftcr ^ aisricr tnfer arnmff 45t 

^ 45t 45^ W ^3^ aft7 4qR4^ IR ^3^ 

w»ragTn, fe5t jnf^ anf^ I 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ erfMIcT ^ ^ l^rafqnr ^ jnfgjg^r^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 5^ efPra iR %rR ftRIT ^ iTFra5W 

^Tiq^^3q^ ^TFra^r gir sqn # ^ t ^ 3ra1?r ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ w ^ ^ Bcqrg ^ 

5 qi<dR<h 

75. ftHf^Rgci arrar# ^ 

^ifrir ^ g Rvl(^4> «rf^ t: 


[c|q^u| 


199900 

______ ___ 

2000-2001 




’TRTT 


^TRIT 


^TRIT 

C ’ / 

^mio 








qFT 

1^. 

100283 


81228 


273906 


skutT 


100 


81 


273 


iJFy ^^1 

Tqj^JT. 

1021 


4790 


426 


Jl^ 


100 


469 


42 



wUT. 

101304 


86018 


274332 


51^ 


100 


85 


271 








989550 


100 


989550 


95 


989550 


91 




% 


67.89 


64.21 


100 


106 


61.48 


106 




100 


72 


47 


^cf 


100 


100 


96 


103 


89.86 


96.48 


MKf^cb 




17658.77 


24390.95 


100 


138 


19500.27 


110.43 


3if?w 


tor 


24390.95 


19500.27 




100 


80 


30159.67 


123.65 




ter. 


21024.86 


21945.61 


24829.97 




100 


104 


ccm/fiPr 


100 


54 


118.10 


-38 




100 


109 


110.84 




100 


106 


104.79 




^/C1K9 


1.72 


0.92 


3IPI 




100 


88 


5) 


100 


109 


81.54 


112.30 


0.62 


w 


% 


5.36 


0.51 




tor. 


736076 


750190 


972951 




100 


102 




f^. 


100283 


81228 


132 


273906 


3iraRT 




1021 


4790 






101304 


86018 






% 


65.33 


67.73 




100 


104 


3RI 


% 


20.91 


20.80 


^ 3iraRT 


% 


13.62 


10.83 




100 


79 


426 


274332 


52.49 


80.35 


19.31 


28.15 


206.64 


# 




























































f 



3T^ ^ 

3TRmT 

% 

0.14 


0.64 

-_ 

0.04 


an^Jid ^ 
fhv»[ 

j\ --- 








“TTTTV?—n- 

% 

99 


94 


99.84 


~~zi ——V-* 


100 


95 


100.86 


3Rf ^ 

rrV -«- 

% 

1 


6 


0.16 


'Ei^ ^?nTT 

4 

3iniRT 

"• _rr- 

% 

^5 


14 


45.09 


Wfm 


100 


90 


299.06 





76. ^ % %RtT ^ gJT amiRT ^ % (i) f^RiRiW: 

(ii)v3<^K ^ ^FT^ if aft? (iii) if >3Trjj^ ^ if^ ^ ^ | 

^rmf^ra? m % ^ ^ % amiRT |^r t ^ araW c^ «iRer ^ 

^ ir j^ ^ afRiRif ^ fl^ »n^ |f^ if t I ^ ^ 

t aa>i ^ vic^Ki q5t ^cHT # amiRT t I RTf g | q>i^ ^ tft 

^ t % arraRTt gq tjc?t ^ anf Tfip airoRT ^ qq sjrt # 

^ t, atioidl ^ Tjc^T amiRT q>r yjnf 

^ ■'ft w fl^ arfSt^ frqr i 

77. qrra ar^ # v5itrq qq xfq qpRjT ^qqtn 11 wnqq 
T^q srqqr ^jqqtq # Riyiqe ^ qsq ^ qjq^ t % ^nf^qqqntf ^qP i q^ if 
% ^ qi^ 'Hq.g q^ ^ snq^nftq? ^cqiqq ^T aiflt^ gqRlt qff t I RFI 
^ q5t jr|f^ ^ qrq^, ;ffq^ ^ 3 ,^ ^T f% q5t q? tj^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ?§cf t I 

78. ^ i^ipcicpicuxll cpMpi^i ^^ct51 ^*ial ^ 5n^fcRT ^MK 

iR t I ^5tTT# iTTfecT 3rRTcfr ^ ^ ^ JT^T^ 

ft 2 jt qrftcr ^mrmt ^ 2000-01 ^ 94 % % 2001-02 ^f 

99 . 94 % ^ ^ t I 



[^I—•gpjgl] 




79. ^raPr ^1^ ^raPi ^ ftg>t ^irai <ft*iidd: ^ t d«iift fta?t 

g>PRr 11 wr >3aPi PiHfciRa^t g>R«>fr % sMt mfe?r 

atrai# ^ ^>Prat ^ srgwr ^ tier ^ra>r:- 

g>. TJ^ dM‘*i1<tdl t, ^ ^ w ^ 

yndT 11 jR?rer wtRdisft ^ fcnj smra> w m ftg?t 5rra: ? i 

(^) wtradisff Jt 5ig?3?r: ^5% cfni f ^ ygra^ tjs-f^ ^ f i 

(»l) SiraRtt ^ 'cri^ g5pRT >3aPl ^ g>p!Rfr ajk ddJIdd cIPRT ^ 

gcRT *i ^d'^l*^ t ^1^ '3ffni 5^ f^iPr ir ^ w 3ii^i(?id M ^ j 

g>Prat ^ 3r5^ anHt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

'1- 

(^r) f^lPr 'K ftnix XK>301 ■'I ^ xiRT ^ ftoxTM ^ '51 dt <pl‘ici\; ■ 
arjWT ^^5151 ««Mi'< 'xrar i niRi<wyl 5t5 ^ xdf^d RfeiRi 

it 5^; 'Sffni % qifer airarat ^ jjPiwrf ^ ?n5 ii<j^iv»iK 

55T I 

80. 515 xt 5^ 5?tr5 ^ fl5HI P(S^ 5x1 >505-3^% 67.73% 5St 

xt 52.49% ^ 55T t I 3^5 vJd<l<i*'i % ift ^5«T 51^ JtpRRT % 

5t5 if 3IX15T f|?5T 54T5I t I vSraf^ ^ 3n5Rfr it 5Sr?r P(S^ ^ 
10.83% 55t it 5115 3raPr it ^ 5i5 55 28.15% 55> t I 'HWIWJ 55 
^ 5t5 1999-2000 it 100 ^ 5115 315% it 132 55> 5^ f 551%, 5t5 it 
^ 55 3J%5555 #5 % |5 51%5 3n5Rtr % 5^35 5>5 1^ % I ?5lcnj 
5 I %<M^ %e 555^ f ’^T % it>j|R5 M % 555 55155 % 3551# # 
55T55 5^'3fit5 # 5T>5lRf|^ ^ ^515 51%5 3551# % # fcTOT t I 


5151-^ 585 5%51 54|A5>I 5585 

81. #5 55# t 51^-^ 5^ 1999-2000 if 21024 %>.5T. 

% 5555?. 5^ 2000-2001 if 19500 1^.5T. ?? 5^ # I 5*5% '5? virEr 


2498GI/2003—4 
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3Tg%(0irac),n^d) ^ 32159 %in. TO ^ t I sflW 

^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ 21204 f^.TtT. % ^ SRlIr 
24829 %mo TO? TO ^ |3TT ■?i?I TOffRT ^ t I H l l^<l> | ^ iTT^ f 

TOtT araltr (ciira<i?l^d) Tf ^3 toto TOft ^ tost toitot toto |3it ?>?5 
% ^nfer TOTOft ^ TOV^ 11 

82 . 'Jl'll f^<ll TOTT % Plilld ct?l*id Pixiqc ^ qclrl vseil'l 

f^rafe g?iTO ^ toito w 13lk yfr i ros ri ^ 

IcH'^ f^st^ <l’)*ld ^ ^'(Tl TO'T TO 'RTOT H-si ^ wf^qi Sl^cJ vjeil<l 

arqfr ^ftroro toto ^ ^ tot mro i arot to ’ft ^ fe^ir tot t 

TOfm froft TOT gftro TO ftvjrf^ fttr ^ ft wr ’iff t 
f^RT^ ’tRuiH'M'WI ^ ftroft t I jrrfftroft TO’rft t fft> tot 
tftqftr gftro ftj TOTOT totto gft TO*n? ^ tnft ft ftcRT TOT t I 

c^tro 3 jt? tBTT c^Tto to 

83. jnIftTOft ftt^ TOftT f fftj gftrot to ’nfer anroft ^ tot? to fftro? 
TOlft I? to TO? TOTOT 3TTTOTOT TOTITT TOTTT t tftr TOT TOTO ft TOTT? ^TOT? 
cfft gftro ?ft grorr ft ?TfeT arTroft 51? irrft gftro ?ft xirT ^ t ?t 
TOT ftft arTTOTT TO TOT? aiTOSTT ?ft??fr ?ft fftTOT TOTOjft TO? TOT ?>? 
?5TOT t I ?!?? ft TOTT? TO ?ft TOT? ?ftTOxT ^ fTOr IITfft?JTft ft TOfr? 
?ft Iwfci TO TOT? -SM^ qicl ft^roft TOft TO?T??, fftfft>?T, TOT?>, 
TOTOt?TrT, fft?cT fft?ft ??jTO anift to ffttTR fft>?T t I ftft 3Tft?T TOTTO t TO 
TOft ?ft TOTOifftro ?5?ft f eft ??T ?TOtT? ?Tfft? ?ftTOft TO 3TT?Teft ?ft 

aT3?1ft ftr TOftt ?Tf|? I TO? aT?1ft ^ TOro ft an?Teft ?ft ffe?? 

TOiT ?TO? ft cTTftr ft TOTft ar^TOT fftro? ft toito f TO fftr sftcj 

?TO? 5T? tot! srfft ?ft ?w TOT ft fft^ t I mlftchift ft ??st 
TO cT^T ?TT5? ft an?T? TO ?? IftTOfTO fft>?r TOelT t ffti ?ftcj ?TO? ftT TOft 
?TOfT qTO t I ?? ftror toh t fftr ?!?? ft ft?^??g ft ffti? Tjfft? ?ft 
fft?cT TftTO ?^ TO ? 5 TOjft TOT? TOT t I aT?ft ?TX5n? f|?ft TO ??Tftft 
tTOi ?Tffti?5i?>TO TO ft?^ ftTO ft ft?^ ?^ ft ?? ?5T?? ?Tft aft? ?Tfft? 
arraift ft irfftroTO ?RftT ?TO TO i TOft? arrareft TO ?f? ?5T?? ft irrft 
?ftTO ?TOTO ft ?TTa? ?5T ftft? fftcTelT t I 




[ MFT I—-gpig 13 
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84. jnf^R^ ^ g5^ f 5if% Tj^qranr cfj^ ^ cp*r w 
%5t Tjg? HSoJiiul t I snfSraJi^ ^ ra4KitSl4 47t 

Picbioi) i ?fsr g5tw w flg5t 4^ ^irar urt ^ ^ 

g^t’TjT g>t ^ ^ pHT g>t t I ^ 45*r 

^ Rsp) ^ *i6c4'j^‘'l 'W'< ^ TOT ■cicifli ^ f«ra% ^1^ vaol*! ^ srf^ ^ ^ I 
3TTTirat TO la^ TOSTR ^ g5tTO TO STOtHra? TOTTO^/^TOJ^I^l TOTO tl^ 
^ 8IT TOfif^ y^cj vJtiVl Hlfifl 3TTTOfr ^ ^J^TOR TOT^ RtPl <J>l*ia TOI% ^ 
WT ^ 11 arw: ^TOW TOTO ^ ^ % TOT ^crar t % xi^ ^^fnr % 
%cT ftrogR 3raf^ ^ ^T^ TO^ gSt TOT^ Rfibyl TO «Rr 

^git I jnflrTO^ % vTim OTtSr ^ ciTtro afrr TOT g>tTO TO 

f|g5t g5t #»TT g>r PrertRy ferrr t toit jnfSiTO^ tot% f 1^ T3sfr*r % 

vSTirT 3T4f§r ^ ^iTOT ^ ^ ’TTf%TT TOTOft ^ TOTR ^ ?^tTO TOi^St 
TT8TT TOT g5tTO TOflg5t TO TOTOT TOHT W t I 

'clvU'll't 


85. v 5 rm 3 T 4 fSr ^ to ^troro to? 1999-2000 ^r 

100 ^ treror 2000-2001 ^f 88 TOTOTt 3 ft?yF^ araltr 
(dirad^ijjd) ^r 3 ft? ^ yTOR 81.54 TO yyr t I snfStrofr ^ t * 
^ITOTO^ TO mR<I«? 4 ?TTOr TO^ ^ TO^TITO if TOft TOTOT |3n t aft? 

TO y^ TOitn s#'TfciT ??r 11 

86. y^ TOfiy yft vronyroti to^tM y>t ?i«!iT ^r TOft ^ TO?Dr 
tiTO’ft^TOiTtf^j# ^ftyr^r gTOTO ffir it t yrafts hT*^ 
TOyiTO ft TOTOjft TOT ft fft?ITO STlt t I TOlrfft ^TlfftTOft fts TOTft # 

ftroro ^ ?y? ft i?T fft?rTO to totito cwt atot TOrftm ft fft?iTO ^ 

TO?<»I TOT ytf TOTTyr to ?TTOtT I 




87. ^«qiTO yft ?TOt TOTO yft 1999-2000 ft 100 ft TO^ <) l (ftc>^^d 
TOy sryfft ft iio.84 tr yt t «ra1ft> irot fftaft yftro ftt 100 ft 
104.79 tr yt t y^ irot ^ftyy TOyrro cnyw ^ argror ft yff 
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^ ^ cniyui ^ ^ I vdeiVi ?Tsi ^ cbKUi urer 

^ ^ t ^ ^ Mifcici aiKnrat % ^ itjIn ^ % 

f%sf5t ciMia cpl*ifl ^ gjif gR% ^ grezr ^rt t I 

^ ^ f^spl ct>)*ici ^ gjRor t gjRnr 

ciMid g?rfR g>y g^jcft ^ wr ^j^rt I 

88. glclif^ %5t CTFR, WTT^ ^ 3ik 1^ ^ if |f t 

te?r cTFR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fi?l^ t l5^J?Rl5f 

wrR ^ if ^ 3ir!3t t I 

aft? R^?i tR 3Tra 

89. g5t ^ sT^ t, \jejVi ^ i%g5m if ^ % 

Purs sTRfr t I ^ ^ir iiUt RR ^ ?t5rjs 3?rr ^3atn ^ c^ 

SR ^ t I w SIST feST W t % ^ % SlftcT SnSRlt 

cPt ^qxiUt snt t cfr M % xnfer 

3TRJRf ^ S>Ror ^SIIR S^T cTCT JIM SRST ST STSTR ^ ijv^t 

SvRT ')ft fif^ t I 

si) SlfR ^ SSIS SIR #*nnR: S% t, SfiR STSUl if f^I^ 

W SIR sfR cFR ^ St t I 

sar) 5# s>4diyl ^ t I ^isnf^r sf ffir ^ ir »ftv|?r vr 

^ suss sitlrsi t I stcssT ssi|^i ir ^ ^ >iR»iR'W’»iM f|g>t 
?TRS # t sraf^ Ij^fR sni^r cTRt ^ suss sif ^ RST I 

s) l3€fR s5t ^ Slifl ff t I 

90. miRi'W'J) ^ SR^ f % R»ft ^Rsr SIRS! 3ik srs ^ % s? 

Prsffei SR^ t f^ SIR aisPi ^ sitR s>t sif^s ansrst ^ 

SIRR SRSftsi sif% sgpft t I 
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S. tBKPlMcb 

91. ^ PiytR^r ^ w ti^ Bifm g»r ft «Tfcr airarat ^ 

^iROT t, jnf^raJit % Pinf^Rad ci^ t- 

92. TnfttT M'{'H«i<^ ^ ^ 3iRn# % 

B^tnr g>r g>r 3i(Hm4>i^l ^ ^ gjJT g>r ^iht 

t qftoTTWw »ir#i # g5tJiRr g>t i^ifrr 

it 11 

93. ^ ^ arniRfr % ’TR^ft^ ^mr # ^ ^ ^ ?!g> ^ 

^ t ^I^; iS^fPT iTRclif ^ ^ ^ 3N# vR t f T i^ 

cTFItT 3ft7 d<l5-HJ|d ^ ^ ^RIIRIT 8IT | 

94. ^ % amn# % ti^; ^ fta§t g7t*RT g?*? gR^r g>r gi^zr 

t, fyR# eJrgjRrT ?R? ft t I 

95. 3RT: nii?i«*5i^| ijtj^igrf % g? ^ gR% f ft? ^ ^ ammr 
Bsfnr g>t fe5t gStro ^ gjg g5tgg w f^gi ggr t I aicJigr gRg ^r 
ft? angra g^ ^iJtg g>t afcr 'ttg g>tgg ^ gjg g5tgg w gir t I 

mRuiH'M'W g^ ^itrg arg^ w gg^figg ang arf^rg gR% ^ 
wr gtf ^ t I ^r grq^ gg4t aftg ggg isg ^ g? g?t^ t giftg 
aggRff ^ gjRg grlrigggjgt g>r gRgf^ ffl1% gggft gtt t I 

96. 5>R ?3gg # giftg angrat g5t grar ^ fl^ g^ 2000-01 4 io.83% 
% g^gR Rig argHi ir 28.15% tr ggr t I g^ gftrg ^ giRR ^ 

g^ 2000-01 ^r 67.73% % ^ traR Rig ai^ 52.49% g? ggr t I 
gif^g aggra gRg ^r ^ gfigg gr ag ^ I^Rgfi gR? ^ ggig g^; 
R?gg gfi ^ig^ ir cgm^i gvpft g^ I giftg aggr# g5t g5ig# g5i 

gR? ^ ggig gi^ ^gg^r g5t g5tg# argR^ aftg gjg ft I 5R ggjRgig g 
g^tgg ^ ggrg tr Rit f 1 

97 . gig ^ g5^ gti ft (aii^^ gig gg gt ^ I fR^ arfcii^gg ^rt apg 
g^ gggg gtf t ^ gggR gferagg? gm gr Jikfrf^ig5t # ftgjm, 
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^ 1 aimtcfr ^nrir 'm % ^ 

irntT # m?T ^ wr t, ^ mRu i w'W'W flg5t # 

^ |t t (^'d<p ihd'W'W ^ ^ ^ 

Pknc 3nt t I 171^ 3ffc[R<W ^ gjjf gfirrat ^ 

3R^ % gfxRI |3TT t I 

3. ^gPT ^ f|g ar^ 

98. yi(ti<r>i'<l ^ ■Hi' 1'11 % Hicn'^iJl 5>I JRfRPT '8IMI’4j^; tire’T 
^ 315 RR aim JWT3fl' SRI I3?itii git «# gjt ^PIM ^i?gT % 
cnf^ ’treftg gim ^r g nfciglPidi g5t git jg: ^enftg 
f^igr uiT ^ gfr ^ ^ wgi-ij fltt if t I 

99. Miftitwyl g? ?tt gig^ f gejR mgg^l^jt cPti^ ^ ^ig^ 

gir swi^npi gi^ ggig gj^ isdiigj ^ gftgg g>t tnnftg 
^ ^rgiw 13ik gRtJTFRgM ?g isdiigj gft ^igfltg nfc i ’Wyi gg twig 

^leT ggigi t I gaiifJr ^ 4ic-iy|sjt dnigi ^ gR^ttg gim it gRig nfc i wtil 

gig ^r>ff 1 Riyld giggMt gmgt ^ gn% ^ gigg trsnsit 
SRt JIM gi^Pici etmt g>r Migr gmjgi gsg tRc| gsng git ggg gs^gt aftg 
gggtggigft gti gg^ git^grt ^ grf^tgi ft^gg gggtar giggi% ^f ggg P(or*ft I 

100. MiItKwy) gtg gi^ f % gigg^tSSt vjuigt g>r grPr ^ ^ig^ ^gft 

aggig ’ft ■gg ^t jiPrgf^ ftt g^ ^ gggtggtsft gft 

ggg^ ^ ggcMciT jrgifftg g^ #ft I 


101. jfifSigiRt ftufcid figft gftgg ^ ggg ft gtggr giRig> i (hdl ^ 
JR^fttgufftt g^ fftggig g^ fftigr t gf^ ftgRg ftgf gft fftf?pg f^gft gft 
cttgg gg fftfftgftg jifftigi gft ftt^ mr gg mngg ^ ggi €tg gft 
jrfftfft^gg fftigr t aftg aftft-gi? ft gftjj graig ^ arag ft gigg ft 
ft^ftftr ftgt gft gRig fftgft gftgg fftgiTcft t I 

’> 1 . fft«tb<} 


102. g;ftgg g^fftgR^ ^ gig jitlftgiift ?gi fftigift gg gift ffftj:- 


[HRI—•g^l] 
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(i) ^ ^ ’im g>r ^ 551 McT -HIHM iJp 5 ^ 55JT 
5^ IR W t: 

(ii) ^ifPT 5>r 5R?lf^5) «l1?r ft t : 

(iii) 5? 5# ^35ir ^ ^ ^nfef arrartfr ^ 55 rdt 11 

103. Mii^ichi^l ^ftr>T 5>r al^ 5>r ^fr«Tra 5 r% ^ ^ ^ 

5srair 5^ ^ ^ siFiraf w ^lenM ^c55 eRHT arra^ng? t i 

HlfSl<W^l SRT PratRtI ft5?JT 55T 5TCT ^ifuFT 13g?r ^T 5?lt5T W tl 

M||5i<*>I^ 1 W5 5Tf^ ^ 5^ 5T ^ ^ ^c5) 55t ^ 5>t 

%prt^ 555;^ 11«r% cTirraT w cfr 5>r |f 

'W'fM ^ wpfr I afrT ^ M^U| ^ jratuRTsJ 3?RRtr ^ 5fEr ^Je^r 5>t 
i;eRT vsrra ai5ltr ^ ^nfci<t)icbTii ctinpi^l P i ti^Rd »nf^ afrfRT 

saRl'jQd 55tw ^ ^ 5St t I 

104. ddJ'HK, HlRlchl^) 5? Rlit>lR«l 55^ # % ^ ^ ’Jef ^ sreRT 
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MINISTRY OF CX)MMERC£ AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE (BNERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the September, 2(X)3 
FINALFINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning import of measuring tapes originating 
in or aported frodi Odna PR - Final Findingl 


Na 14 / 31 / 2002 -DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended 
in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Iiyury) Rules, 1995, 
thereof; 


A. PROCEDURE 


1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) 
notified preliminary findings vide Notification No. 14/31/2002-DGAl) dated 
the 31^ January 2003 with regard to Anti Dumping investigations concerning 
imports of Measuring Tapes originating in or exported from China PR and 
requested the interested parties to make their views known in writing within 
forty days from the date of its publication; 

(ii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Preliminary Findings to known 
interested parties, who were requested to furnish their Views, if any, on the 
Preliminary Findings within forty days of the date of the letter; 

(iii) The Authority also forwarded copy of the Preliminary Findings to the 
Embassy/High Commission/Representative of subject country in New Delhi 
with a request to furnish their views on the Preliminary Findings; 

(iv) The Authority held a public hearing on 1** May 2003 to hear the interested 
parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry, 
user industries and user industries. The parties attending the public hearing 
were requested to file written submissions of views expressed orally. 
Designated Authority has considered the written submissions thus received 
from interested parties in these findings; 
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(v) rht Authority made the public file available to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by various 
interested parties, for inspection, upon request; 

(vi) Arguments raised by interested parties before announcing of Preliminary 
Findings, which have been brought out in the Preliminary Findings notified 
earlier have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, arguments 
raised after the preliminary findings by the interested parties have been 
appropriately dealt with in the Preliminary Findings and/or these findings; 

(vii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the anti dumping Rules supra, the essential 
lacts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested 

parties and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings; 

(viii) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from April 
2001 to 30‘" June 2002; 

(ix) ♦♦♦♦ in the Notification represents information furnished by interested parties 
on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules. 

Ol OPUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKF. ARTiri .F.S- 

VIF.W 8 OF M/S Sudesh Fntcrprises 


n the preliminary' findings product under consideration has been defined as 
measuring tapes and its parts and components. Neither the preliminary findings nor 
the petition have cared to identify or give names of the parts or components which are 
sought to be covered by these findings. It is submitted that a steel strip acquires the 
c aractenshcs of a component part of a measuring tape only after certain processes 
are carried out. In absence of identification of the parts and components, their 
quotum of imports, no conclusion can be reached that the parts have been imported 
at dumped prices or that they caused injury to the petitioners. 


1 1 findings, it appears that the normal value has been 

ca cu ated only for steel tape and fibreglass tapes however normal value has not been 
calculated for the parts/components. Similarly the export price is only for the tapes 
and not the parts. In the absence of determination of the dumping and injury margin 
the recommendation of duty is not justified. ^ 


VIEWS OF PETITTONFRS 


• The product imder consideration in the present petition is Measuring Tapes 
^ I S parts and components thereof so long as imports of parts and components 
onstitute imports of Measuring Tapes. Measuring Tapes produced by the domestic 
in ustry and Measunng Tapes imported' from China are comparable in terms of 
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characteristics such as physical & Chemical characteristics, manufacturing process & 
technology, functions and uses, product specifications, pricing, distribution & 
marketing and tariff classification of the goods. 

C. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

5. The product under consideration is “Measuring Tapes”, its parts and 
components etc., all type of steel measuring and fibre glass tapes and their parts or 
components are the subject matter of the present petition. It is generally used for 
measuring the length, breadth etc. of an object. It is used by foreman, mason, 
carpainter, forestry departments and tailors etc. Measuring Tapes are manufactured 
from tempered high quality c^bon steel blade, phosphated and coated with special 
enamel to withstand corrosion and rust. Measuring tapes are used for 

a. high precision professional jobs; 

b. measuring depth, width, or length of an object; 

c. contraction and surveys. 

6. In technical terms the measuring tapes are defined in terms of length and 
width of a tape, raw material used i.e. steel or fibre glass and, finally precision with 
which dimensions are marked on the tape. It is classified under Chapter 90 of the 
Customs Tariff Act under sub-headings 9017, 9017.80, 9017.8001, 9017.90. The 
petitioner has stated that subject goods are being imported under above-mentioned 
sub-headings. The Custom classification is indicative only and not binding on the 
scope of investigation. 

7. There is no known difference in subject goods produced by the Indian industry 
and imported from China PR. Subject goods produced by the Indian industry and 
imported from China PR are comparable in terms of characteristics such as product 
specifications, manufacturing process & technology, functions & uses, pricing, 
distribution & marketing and tariff classification of the goods. The two are 
technically and commercially substitutable. The consumers are using the two 
interchangeably. Subject tapes produced by the petitioners and imported from China 
PR should be treated as like articles in accordance with the anti dumping Rules. 

8. There is no known difference in the technology adopted by the domestic 
industry and the manufacturers in China. The technology adopted by the domestic 
industry is comparable to the technology adopted by the manufacturers in China. 
However, every manufacturer fine-tunes its production process on the basis of 
necessities and available facilities. 

9. The Authority notes that the investigation covers all types of steel measuring 
and fibre glass tapes and their parts, components and constitute the subject matter 
under investigation. The Authority for the purpose of dumping margin has made 
appropriate comp^isons on kg basis only. The Authority also holds that the goods 
produced by the Domestic Industry and those exported from the subject country are 
like article within the meaning of the Rules 2(d). 
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D DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 
VIEWS OF M/S Sudesh Enterprises 

10. All the petitioners and supporters of the request for duty are liable to be 
excluded whereas M/s. Skanan have themselves imported tapes during the period of 
investigation, the others have imported components from China. Since both the tapes 
and components are the product under consideration, there is no domestic industry 
and the petition is liable to be dismissed. 

11. We also submit that a simple letter is not sufficient for showing support, the 
manufacturers such as M/s. Skanan and M/s. Klas must co-operate with the Hon’ble 
Designated Authority by providing the relevant information regarding its production, 
sales, cost of manufacture and imports. In the absence of such co-operation* 

companies such as M/s. Skanan and M/s. Klas should not be permitted to participate 
in the proceedings. 


M/s. Klas are to be excluded, as they are not a manufacturer of measuring 
tape. They are selling only uncalibrated measuring tapes that are tapes on which 
there are no makings. Tapes without marking are not measuring tapes, since they can 
not be used for measurement purposes. 

13. In the preliminary findings, in paragraph B (b) it has been stated that the total 
domestic production is 608343 Kgs and the petitioner companies constitute 90% of 
the subject goods production. Therefore, the petitioner companies claim that their 
production during the period of investigation was 547508 Kgs. Since this production, 
we presume, has been indicated for the period of investigation (15 months), the 
producHon for 12 months period on a pro-rata basis would be 438006 Kgs. Normally 
measuring tapes are of various types and sizes. The weight of the measuring tapes 
^^rles from size to size. In the petition, it has been stated that the large majority of 
the production is of pocket measuring tapes of a length of 3 Mtrs. The weight of one 
piece of a pocket type measuring tape of 3 meters is about lOOg. Therefore, on the 
basis of the weight indicated the production of the petitioner Companies should have 
been of 43,80 060 pieces. We believe that this quantity of tapes has not been 
marmfactured by the petitioners, since in the balance sheet for the period 2001-2002 

the figures indicated towards payment of weights and measurement ch^ges are for a 
much smaller quantity. 


14. Under the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 read with the 
Standards of Weights and Measures (Enforcement) Act, 1985 every weight or 
measure is to be verified and stamped by Jurisdictional Inspector. In the schedule to 
e Act the charges for such verification and stamping have been indicated. These 
ch^ges vary based on the length and type of measuring tape. The applicable charge 
m the case of pocket tapes of 3 Mtrs. Length for sales outside the State of Punjab, is 
Ks. 6.25 per piece. As regards sales made within the State of Punjab, the applicable 
c arges is Rs. 5 or above in the case of plastic and steel pocket type of 3 Mtrs as per 
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'Notification dated 13* March 2002. In the balance sheet profit and loss for the year 
2001-2002 the weight and measure charges are shown as Rs. 14,34,300/- in the case 
of M/s. Freemans Measure Ltd., Jugiana Road, Ludhiana. This would mean sales of 
about 2,86,860 pieces only. Sumlarly in the case of FMI Limited, Fero 2 :pur Road, 
Ludhiana the stamp duty paid is of Rs. 12,68,375/-, therefore the maximum number 
of pieces that could have been manufactured and sold would be 2,53,675. The cjaim 
that the petitioner companies have manufactured 43,80,060 number of pieces is. 
therefore factually incorrect. 


VIEWS OF PETITIONERS 

15. The present petition was filed by FMI Limited, Ludhiana and Freemans 
Measures Limited, Ludhiana. Apart jfrom the petitioners, there are two other 
producers of the subject goods in India. Petitioners account for a major proportion of 
Indian projduction. 

16. The support to the petition expressed by Skanan and Klas is to meet the 
requirement of the Rules under Rule 5(3). However, to construe further that these 
compames would then be obliged to provide all relevant information also is 
tantamount to saying that these companies should de factor become petitioners. 
Should the argument be accepted, it would imply that the Rules should provide for 
two situation - petitioner and opposing producers. The legal provisions relating to 
support or otherwise in such an event would become infructitious. 

E. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY: 

17. As per Rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping Rules, “domestic industry means the 
domestic producers as a whole engaged in the manufacture of the like article and any 
activity connected therewith or those whose collective output of the said article 
constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic production of that article except 
when such producers are related to the exporters or importers of the alleged dumped 
article or are themselves importers thereof in which case such producers may be 
deemed not to form part of domestic industry.” 

18. The definition of Domestic Industry given above is further clarified by Rule 5 
of Rules which reads as follows;- 

“--—.. the application shall be deemed to have been made by or on behalf of 

the domestic industry, if it is supported by those domestic producers whose collective 
output constitute more than fifty percent of the total production of the like article 
produced by that portjon of the domestic industry expressing either support for or 
opposition as the case may be to the application. 

19. The present petition has been jointly filed by FMI Limited, Ludhiana and 
Freemans Measures Limited, Ludhiana., representing the domestic industry and the 
Authority has considered the information supplied by these two above mentioned 






THE GAZETTEOFINDIA fEXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


companies for the purpose of Anti Dumping investigations. The petitioner 
comp^mies constitute 90% of the subject goods under consideration. 

20. The Authority notes that the petitioners constitute more than 50% of the total 
domestic production of the subject goods and, therefore, have the standing to file the 
petition OR behalf of the domestic industry as per Rule 5 (3) (a) and H?) of the Anti- 
Durrsping hules and also represent Domestic Industry in terms of Rule 2(b) 

r 01 H E R ISSUES 

VIEWS OF pf :titioners 

21 . Pctitioru^rs reiterate that no questionnaire response has been filed by Sudesh 
Enterprises. As far as the understanding of the petitioners goes, Sudesh Enterprises is 
neither an exporter nor an importer of the subject goods. Sudesh Enterprises was a 
dealer of one of the petitioner companies. Such being the case, Sudesh Enterprises is 
not an interested party. 

22. Since Sudesh Enterprises is not dealing in the imported product, in any case, it 
is not an aggrieved part>'. Kind attention is invited to the CEGAT decision in the 
matter of Theophylline and C'affeine, wherein it has been held that a party must 
establish how it is aggrieved with the decision of the Designated Authority, before it 
can oppose the proposed measures. In the instanct case, no efforts have been made by 
Sudesh Enterprises to establish how the party is aggrieved with the propose measures 
and how it can oppose the proposed measures. 

2.3. With regard to consideration of only verified tapes, it is submitted that the 
aigunient Itolds good for the imported product also. Not even a single imported tape 
IS verified by Weights & Measures Deptt. however, petitioners consider that this 
argument is exti'aneous to the intent and objective of the present investigations. There 
IS a duly constituted authority who is handling the issue raised by the party. Such 
being the case, it would be improper to expect the Designated Authority to step into 
their shoes and start discharging that function, 

24. It vvould be relevant to point that in the matter of anti dumping investigations 
relat ing to imports of Ammonium Nitrate, petitioners repeated brought in the issue of 
illegality (jf imports. As you are well aware, ammonium nitrate as a fertilizer is 
banned for production and sale in the Country. However, the product has been 
imported as feidilizer grade ammonium nitrate. While the issue involved in the 
present case is that of alleged duping of the customers by short measurement, the 
issue involved in that case is of far higher consequences. It would be recalled that a 
newspaper news item was earlier filed by the petitioners, which stated that the Bomb 
Blast at Ghatkopar was set off using ammonium nitrate. However, in spite of 
repeated submissions of the petitioners about illegality of imports, the Designated 
Authority has chosen to ignore this issue, presumably for the reason that'there is a 
competent authority to consider that issue. 
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25. M/s. Sudesh Enterprises has attempted to mix the non-standards tapes with 
inaccurate tapes. Petitioners submit that all the products produced by the petitioners 
conforms to the same accuracy and quality parameters, be it verified tapes or tapes 
meant for exports. Petitioners submit that even though the data furnished by the 
petitioners has already been verified by the Officers, this fact can again be verified by 
visiting the petitioner companies. It would be found that there is no difference in the 
accuracy of the various tapes produced by the petitioner companies. In fact, petitioner 
companies export the material to a large number of countries. This has been possible 
only due to the quality and accuracy of its product. 

26. With regard to wild allegation of duping customers, petitioners submit that 
there has not been even a single such case since the history of the petitioner 
companies when any consumer was cheated with short supply due to inaccurate 
petitioner’s tapes being used. Thus, the allegation of the party is a mere allegation, 
unsubstantiated with any evidence. It is submitted that duping consumers by 
malpractice resulting in supply short of lengths and inaccurate tapes are two 
difference issues. Even with verified tapes, consumers have been and can be 
cheated/duped. 

27. If the contention of the party that unverified tapes are not in the consumers 
interest is to be accepted, it is submitted that this calls for complete ban on imports as 
not even a single imported tape is verified before sale. Petitioners, in the alternate, 
requests the Designated Authority to recommend banning the imports itself, as these 
are being made by various parties without any verification. 

28. It has been argued that the reasons for use of imported tapes is that they are 
fairly precise as compared to domestically produced tapes. The statement is bald and 
wild with no basis and truth in it. 

VIEWS OF M/S Sudesh Enterprises 

29. Measuring Tapes, which have not been verified, and no fees paid under the 
Standards of Weights and Measures Act should be excluded from consideration. 

30. It is mandatory that the measuring tapes should be verified by the Inspector with 
regard to accuracy of measurement and quality of tape. Tapes, which are not verified, are 
sold to customers, who want to purchase non-standard tapes so as to dupe their customers. 
For e.g., retailers of fabrics purchase non-standard measuring tapes which are marked as 3 
meters but are actually of a lower length, that is 2.5 meters. With such tapes, the retailer is 
able to dupe the ultimate consumer by selling a lower quantity of fabric. Persons in various 
trades purchase this type of tape. Providing protection to manufacturers of non-standard 
tapes will amoimt to encouragement of such malpractices in the economy. 

31. The measuring tapes should be verified so as to prevent sales of non-standard tapes. 
The promotion of sale of such tapes will seriously hamper consumer interests. If a 
purchaser of measuring tape, obtains a product, which is inaccurate, that is the level of 
error exceeds the permissible levels, any measurement taken with such tapes will be 
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incorrect. The policy of the petitioner to sell non-standard products is one of the main 
reasons why many customers prefer to use imported tapes, as they are fairly precise. The 
non-standard tapes sold by petitioner are not of adequate quality. 

32. The motive of the petitioners to avoid verification under the standards of Weights 
and Measures Act is two fold - that is to cater to customers who wish to buy inaccurate 
tapes and also to avoid payment of verification fees under the Act. Providing protection 
to such companies should be against the government policy, as it would only encourage 
their malpractices. The imposition of duty effectively bars the availability of accurate 
measuring tapes to the common man. 

G. EXAMINATION AND FINDINGS BY THE AUTHORITY: 

33. The submission made by the users, domestic industry and other interested 
parties have been examined and considered while arriving at these findings and 
wherever appropriate, have been dealt hereinafter. 

34. The cases of new exporters of those stated to be willing to give price 
undertaking should be considered, on request to the Authority in accordance with the 
Rules Supra. 

35. M/s. Sudesh Enterprises Ltd., is not a importer of measuring tapes and did not 
file the submission in the importers questionnaire. The Authority notes that they are 
the whole sellers and retailers of measuring tapes in India. The arguments raised on 
various issues have been examined by the Authority but most of the issues raised are 
either extraneous or not relevant for the purpose of considering their argument in this 
instant case. The issue raised regarding non-payment of fees paid under the Standards 
of Weights and Measures Act should be taken up at the appropriate Authority for 
necessary action. The anti dumping measures are provided to look into the price 
distortion-taking place due to the dumped imports which is further causing injury to 
the domestic industry. Therefore the Authority notes that anti dumping investigation 
examines the injury caused due to the dumped imports. 

H. VIEWS OF INTERESTED PARTIES ON DISCLOSURE 
STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE DESIGNATED AUTHORITY; 

36. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS 

The domestic industry filed their comment on the disclosure statement No. 

14/31/2002-DGAD dated 1August 2003, with regard to various issues on behalf of 
the domestic industry. 

37. Like Article: 

There is no issue raise by any interested parties against the issue of like article. We, 
therefore, request the Designated Authority to confirm the preliminary finding in this 
regard. 
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38. Domestic industry 

The petitioners account for major proportion of total Indian production and constitute 
domestic industry in accordance to the Rules. 

39. Dumping: 

None of the interested parties has filed questionnaire response and information in the 
form and manner prescribed. Moreover, the present investigations are against China 
and China has to be treated as a non-market economy in accordance to the Rules 
unless responding producer in China establishes that it is operating in the market 
economy environment. The Authority is, therefore, fully justified in proceeding with 
the best available information. The petitioners submit that the determination of normal' 
value done in the preliminary findings may kindly be confirmed, 

40. DUTY IN US $ 

Though the Designated Authority has already recommended anti-dumping duty in 
terms of US $, it is submitted that the final duties may also be recommended in terms 
of US $ only, so that erosion in the quantum of protection does not take place on 
account of changes in the exchange rate. However, the duties may please be kept in 
terms of reference price only, 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY: 

41. The submission made by the domestic industry and other interested parties 
have been examined and considered while arriving at these findings and wherever 
appropriate have been dealt hereinafter. However, certain crucial issues raised by 
interested parties have been examined at appropriate places, 

I. NORMAL VALUE.EXPORT PRICE AND DUMPING MARGIN: 


VIEWS OF SUDESH ENTERPRISES 

42. The sale price of M/s. Skanan both before and during the period of investigation has 
been around Rs. 11 to Rs. 12. During 2000-01, the petitioner alleges no dumping, and 
therefore, the NIP cannot exceed the normal sale price of the most efficient manufacturer. 
Prior to the dumping, there is no reason for this manufacturer to sell below cost, therefore, 
the determination of NIP at level higher than Rs. 11 is unjustified 

43. It is admitted by the petitioner that FMI Ltd., has made exports at a GIF price of 
US$ 0.21 to Spain for 3 meter tapes during the POI. This would mean that the ex-factory 
price is about Rs. 8 (US$ 0.16)per piece. The landed value would come to aroimd 2.08 per 
Kg as against the NIP determined in the preliminary findings at over US$ 4.08 per Kg. The 
NIP is required to be brought to a rational and reasonable level consistent with the facts. 
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VIEWS OF PETITTONF.RS 

44. The present investigation are against China and China has to be treated as a 
non-market economy unless a producer in China establishes that it is operating in the 
maiket economy conditions. The Authority is, therefore, fully justified in proceeding 
with the best available information. The Authority has determined normal value on 

the basis of constructed cost of production in a market economy third country in the 
preliminary findings. 

45. Though the Designated Authority has already recommended anti dumping 
duty m terms of US$, it is submitted that the final duties may also be recommended in 
terms of US$ only, so that erosion in the quantum of protection does not take place on 
account of changes in the exchange rate. However, the duties may please be kept in 
terms of reference price only. 

46. All tapes produced by the petitioners conform to International Organization of 
Legal Metrology specifications. Further, tapes produced by the petitioners conform to 
class II EEC specifications for steel tapes and class III specifications for fiberglass 
tapes. In fact. Freeman was amongst the first non-European brands to obtain EEC 
approval, which is a testimony of the fact that the tape measures conform to the best 
international quality standards. “Freemans” is name to be reckoned upon in this 
industry not only in India but also internationally. Petitioners maintain most modem 
facilities for producting quality product. In fact, they export to more than 60 countries 
in the world - including developed countries such as Europe and US. There is no 
basis for the allegation made. 

47. Ihe arguments that a tape consists of 3 or 4 parts only lacks complete 
appreciation about the product. The Olficers have already visited the petitioner 
companies and have seen the entire production process. While there are a very large 
number of parts involved in production and sale of measuring tapes, petitioners 
submit that at least critical parts are required to specified in the scope of product 
under consideration and proposed measures. 

48^ With regard to separate assessment of dumping margin, petitioners wish to 
su mit that the same is not required. Petitioners are relying upon the investigations 
into dumping of ball bearings and parts thereof by the USA. It would be seen that 
while scope of the product under consideration and proposed measures include 
parts/components, separate margins have not been determined for such parts. 

r dumping duty on parts/components is necessitated due to 

the fact that assemble of tapes involves miniscule time, effort and resources. Such 
being the case, the entire exercise may become anile in case the anti dumping duty is 
not extended to parts or components. 

50. With regard to cost stamping, petitioners wish to refer to the views of the 
Designated Authority when the Hon’ble Authority asked the petitioners to explain 



’[WTI—1] 




43 


why they could not lower the price and face the competition. Petitioners had pointed 
out that the landed price of imported tapes is as low as Rs. 3-4 per piece (3. mtr tape). 
As against this, the stamping fee payable on each tape comes to Rs. 6.25 for 2 mtr.- 
5mtr. to as high as Rs. 62.50 per piece for 50 mtr tape, leave aside the cost of 
producing and selling the tapes. 

51. The issue at hand being investigated by the Designated Authority is whether 
the subject goods are being exported to India at dumping prices and whether such 
imports are causing material injury to the domestic industry. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY; 

52. The Authority examined the issues raised by both the petitioner and M/s. 
Sudesh Enterprises. The Authority notes that M/s. Sudesh Enterprises did not respond 
to the questionnaire but made arguments to the preliminary findings, which have been 
dealt at appropriate places wherever it had a bearing on the findings. As regards the 
issue raised by M/s Sudesh Enterprises regarding the Non-Injurious price, the 
Authority notes that the non injurious price is determined after taking into account 
best consumption norm of raw materials, utilities, SGA and expected profit that an 
industry is expected to achieve. The anti dumping investigation is basically is to 
examine the impact of injury caused due to dumped imports by the exporters. 


53. Under Section 9A(1)( c), normal value in relation to an article means:- 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article , 
when meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

(ii) When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of 
the particular market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic 
market of the exporting country or territory, such sales do not permit a 
proper comparison, the normal value shall be either:- 

(a) Comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory to an appropriate third country as determined 
in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) The cost of production of the same article in the country of origin along 
with reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs and 
for profits, as determined in accordance w>th the rules made under sub- 
section(6); 

54. Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country other than 

the country of origin and where the article has been merely transhipped through 

the country of export or such article is not produced in the country of exporf or 



44 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


there is no comparable price in the country of export, the normal value shall be 
determined with reference to its price in the country of origin. 

55. The Authority also notes the various custom notification no. 44/99 
(NT), dated 15^'^ July 1999, No. 28/2001(NT), dated 31®^ May 2001 and No. 
1/2001 (NT), dated 4^*^ January 2002 on the anti dumping in respect of the 
issue of non market economy under the anti dumping Rules. 


56. The Authority provided opportunity to the exporters from subject 
country to furnish information relevant to the investigations and offer 
comments, if any, in accordance with the Section cited above. The Authority 
also wrote to the Embassy/Representative of subject country in India. The 
Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of export price and normal value in accordance with Section 
9A(1) (c) of the Custom Tariff Act, The normal value and ex-factory export 
price determination is examined below. 


A. 


NORMAL VALUE 


57. Designated Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters/producers in 
China and Embassy of the subject country in India. 

58. The Authority notes that none of the exporters from, China PR have responded 
to the questionnaire sent by the Authority for the purpose of investigation. In view of 
this non-cooperation, the Authority upholds the claim of the petitioners for treating 
such producers/exporters on the non-market principle as none of the exporters have 
rebutted the claim of non- market economy claim by the petitioner. The Authority 
notes that the petitioner has claimed China PR as a non- market economy on the basis 
of various findings. The Authority therefore in view of no rebuttal by the exporter on 
the issue of non market economy and the fact that the cost of production of the subject 
goods has not been made available by the exporter thus not permitting the authority to 
apply the ordinary course of trade test, has referenced the normal value separately for 
both steel tapes and fibre glass tapes on the basis of constructed cost of production 
with appropriate adjustments on best available information on records as per rule6(8) 
the anti dumping Rules supra. 

59. The Authority has referenced the Normal Value for steel tapes for such 
producers/exporters as ****$/Kg and the normal value for fibre glass tapes for such 
producers/ exporters as ****$/Kg for the purpose final determination. 


B. 


EXPORT PRICE 


60. The Authority notes that the export price has been determined separately for 
both steel tapes and fibreglass tapes on the basis of the data compiled by DGCI&S 
Kolkata. Since there is no response from exporters, adjustments on ocean freight. 
Ocean insurance, commission, inland freight, and port expenses to an extent of 
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****$/Kg, ****$/Kg, ****$/Kg, ****$/Kg. and ****$/Kg. have respectively 
considered as provided by the petitioners. 

61. The ex-factory export price for steel tapes is referenced as ****$/Kg and the 
ex-factory export price for fibreglass tapes is referenced as ****/Kg for the purpose 
of final determination. 

J. DUMPING-COMPARISON OF NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT 
PRICE: 

62. The rules relating to comparison provides as follows: 

63. “While arriving at the margin of dumping, the DA shall make a fair 
comparison between the Export Price and the Normal Value. The comparison shall 
be made at the same level of trade, normally at ex-works level, and in respect of 
sales made at as nearly possible the same time. 

64. Due allowance shall be made in each case, on merits, for differences which 
affect price comparability, including differences in conditions and terms of sales, 
taxation, levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics and any other 
differences which are demonstrated to affect price comparability” 

65. The Authority has followed the consistent policy of adopting the 
principles governing the determination of Normal Value, Export Price and 
Margin of Dumping as laid down in Annexure I of the Anti Dumping Rules. 

The authority has carried out weighted average normal value comparison with 
the weighted average ex-factory export price during Period of Investigation, 
for evaluation of the dumping margin for all the exporters/producers of the 
subject country. 


Tl 

be dumping margin for 

exporter/producers comes as under: 

Country 

: All 

Exporter/Producer 

Normal 

Value 

($/Kg.) 

Ex-Factory 
export price 
($/Kg.) 

Dumping 
Margin as % 
ofEP 

China 

PR 

(Steel Tape) 

(Fibre Glass Tape) 

**** 

**** 

**** 

♦ ♦♦♦ 

1069% 

148% 


The above Duinping Margins are above the de-minimus limits. 
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K. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK; 

VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY : 

66. The price at which the domestic industry has exported the material is again 
irrelevant to determine non-injurious price. Non-injurious price is to be based on cost 
of production. Selling price cannot become a, parameter for non-injurious price. 
Selling price could be a loss-making price. It is not even the case of the petitioner that 
its export price is a profitable price. However, should the petitioners reduce their 
exports, the domestic cost of production would further increase. Petitioners have 
taken average cost of production, considering the total production, which has been 
used for determination of non-injurious price. 

VIEWS OF SUDESH ENTERPRISES 

67. There is a total absence of injury to any of the manufacturers since the quantity and 
price of the sales has increased substantially during the POI as compared to the previous 
period. There is absolutely no evidence on record in this regard. For the above reasons, we 
submit that no duty is liable to be imposed on the imports of measuring tapes from China. 

68. In the preliminary findings the duty recommended is the difference between the 
landed value and US$ 4.106/Kg. Since the average weight of pocket tapes is around 100 g 
the unit price would be 0.41 US$ per piece. After excluding the basic duty and the landing 
charges, the non-dumped/non injurious import price would about US$ 0.30. It is submitted 
that duties are to be levied with regard to lower of the two margins, that is dumping margin 
or the injury margin. In the present case, FMI Limited has made export at in the months of 
June and July 2002, to Spain at a unit price of about'USS 0.21 for 3 Mtrs tapes. The non- 
injurious price, therefore, cannot be greater than 0.21 US$, especially since this figure 
includes overseas freight and insurance. The duty recommended is, therefore excessive 
and liable to be quashed. 

69. In Paragraph 6 of the preliminary findings the Hon’ble Authority has given a 
finding that the domestic industry has suffered material injury during the period of 
investigation. In this regard, we submit that there has been no significant decline in the 
capacity production or domestic sales during the period of investigation as compared to the 
earlier period. In fact the preliminary findings themselves reveal that the decline, if at all, 
is less than 2% to 3%. It is admitted that the domestic sales have increased. The claim that 
the selling price has declined is not factually correct since the petitioner companies have 
revised their prices upwards on two occasions since 1997 including during the POI by 10% 
each time. We also find that the petitioner companies are earning over increasing profits, 
therefore, belying claims that the losses have increased during the period of investigation. 
In fact, in the case of FMI Ltd., Ferozpur Road, Ludhiana the profit before tax in the year 
ended 31^^ March 2000 was 56.32 lacs which increased to 132.82 lacs in the year ended 31®^ 
March 2001. This profit remained at its high level during the year ened 31.3.2002 at Rs. 

130.10 lacs. Similarly in the case of M/s. Freemans Measure Ltd., Jugiana Road, Ludhiana 
the profit before tax for the year ended 31^^ March 2001 was 41.64 lacs, which increased 
during the period of investigation to 51.23 lacs. Therefore, the claims that the prices have 
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declined causing the petitioner injury is factually incorrect. The petitioner companies have 
increased their sales, at profitable level during the POL The question of inquiry, therefore 
does not arise. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY: 

70. The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure-II of the 
Anti-Dumping Rules lay down that: 

71. A determination of injury shall involve an objective examination of 
both (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports 
on prices in the domestic market for like article and (b) the consequent impact 
of these imports on domestic producers of such products. 

72. While examination the volume of dumped imports, the said Authority 
shall consider whether there has been a significant increase in the dumped 
imports, either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in 
India. With regard to the effect of the dumped imparts on prices as referred 
to in sub-rule (2) of Rule 19 the Designated Authority shall consider whether 
there has been a significant price under-cutting by the dumped imports as 
compared with the price of like product in India, or whether the effect of such 
imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price 
increase which otherwise would have occurred to a significant degree. 

73. For the examination of the impact of the imports on the domestic industry in 
India, the Authority considered such indices having a bearing on the state of the 
industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, profitability, net 
sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. in accordance with 
Annexure II (iv) of the Rules supra." 

74. The Authority has taken into account all indices regarding injury while doing 
the final determination. This would involve all relevant facts viz., volume of dumped 
imports, their effect on price in the domestic market and its subsequent effect on 
domestic producers, production, capacity utilisation, profitability, net sales realisation 
etc. While determining the non-injurious price for the like article for the domestic 
industry, the Authority considered the optimum cost of production for the domestic 
industry which would take into account the normated best consumption norms and 
would also take into account the actual price of the raw materials during the period of 
investigation which go into the production of the product under consideration. 

L. MATERIAL INJURY: 


75. Following parameters establish that material injury has been caused to the 
domestic industry from dumped imports from the subject country 
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Particulars 



1999-00 

2000.-2001 

POI Annualized 

Volume 

Value 

Volume 

Value 

Volume 

Value 


Imports 


China 













Share in Demand 


Domestic Industry 


Trend (Indexed) 
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Other producers 

% 

20.91 


20.80 


19.31 


— 

Imports from China 

% 

13.62 


10.83 


28.15 


1^1 

Trend(Indexed) 


100 


79 


206.64 


■ 

Imports from other 
’ countries 

% 

0.14 


0.64 


0.04 



Share in Imports 









China 

% 

99 


94 


99.84 



Trend(Indexed) 


100 


95 


100.86 


■■ 

Other countries 

% 

1 


6 


0.16 


■ 

Imports in relation to 
production of domestic 
industry 

% 

15 


14 


45.09 





100 


90 


299.06 



Volmne and Market share of dumped imports 


76. Imports of Measuring Tapes from subject country have increased significantly 
in (i) absolute terms; (ii) in relation to production; and (iii) in relation to the 
consumption in India. While the imports are primarily from subject country only, 
share of imports from China has increased significantly in period of investigation in 
relation to the demand in India. It is evident from the above that the imports have 
increased in relation to production of the domestic industry. The Authority also 
notes that the value of imports have been considered at CIF import price, if the value 
of imports is compared after including basic import duty, the share would still be 
higher. 

77. The production and capacity utilization of the domestic industry has declined 
in the period of investigation. This decline in the production and capacity utilization 
is in spite of the fact that one of the petitioner companies is not very old in terms of 
commercial production of the subject goods. The rate of growth of imports of subject 
goods is much more than the rate of growth of domestic production even after demand 
is showing a increasing trend. 

78. Both the petitioner companies determine their prices based on prevailing 
market conditions. The market prices were driven by the lower prices of the dumped 
imports as the share of dumped imports has increased from 94% in 2000-01 to 
99.94% in 2001-02. 

79. Though domestic sales volumes of the domestic industry have marginally 
increased, the selling price has declined. Further, domestic industry could not reduce 
its selling price to match dumped imports due to following reasons:- 

a. Measuring Tapes is a consumer product, which is basically sold at retail level. 
There are hardly any large-scale sales to direct consumers. 

b. The consumers include mainly those people who are not much educated. 


2498 GI/2003-t7 








































]J 111 GAZE’ITE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _[Part I— Sec. 1] 


c. The landed price of imports is so low compared to the cost of production and 
selling price of the domestic industry that the domestic industry' is not in a position to 
think ot reduidng its price to match the price of imported tapes. 

d. Considering the situation, the domestic industry had two options, either to 
match the price or to lose the market. The Authority notes that in this prevailing 
situation the domestic industry lost both the profit and the market to compete with the 
dumped imports. 

Market share in demand 


80. The share of domestic industry in demand has decreased to 52.49% in POI 
compared to 67.73% in the preceding year. The other producers have also lost their 
share in demand but by a marginal percentage whereas there is upsurges in imports 
from China to the extent of 28.15% in POI of the total demand compared to 10.83% 
in the preceding year. The demand in general has increased from 100 in 1999-2000 to 
132 in POI, however, this increase in demand has mostly been occupied by the 
dumped imports from China. Therefore, the Authority notes that the dumped imports 
has displaced the market share of domestic industry because of low priced imports of 
Measuring Tapes from China. 

Inventory and evidence of loss of contract 

81. The Authority notes that the inventory was decreased from 21024 Kg in 1999- 
2000 to 19500 Kg in 2000-2001 but it has significantly increased to 32159 Kg in the 
POI (annualised). The average stock is also showing a increasing trend from 21204 
Kg in 1999-2000 to 24829 Kg in the POI (annualised). The Authority holds that the 
increasing trend in stocks along with the decrease in production in the POI 
(annualised) is due to the dumped imports from the subject country. 

82. It has been claimed that because of the decline in export price, the domestic 
industry is forced to match the selling price with landed value of exports and the 
domestic industry is not able to recover even its marginal cost. It is further notice that 
the domestic industry is unable to sell measuring tapes at such a low price resulting 
loss of contract. The Authority, therefore, holds that due to the dumped imports, the 
domestic industry is forced to sell the product at loss. 

Price undercutting and Price underselling 

83. The Authority notes that in considering the effect of the dumped imports on 
prices, it is considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like product in 
India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree. For the examination of the impact on the domestic industry in 
India, the Authority considered such further indices having a bearing on the state of 
industry as production, sales, stock, profitability, net sales realization etc. There are a 
number of pai-ameters evidencing injury, should the imports be allowed at the present 
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dumped prices. The rate of increase of imports during the period of investigation from 
subject country and the corresponding fall in profits of the domestic industry are the 
parameters clearly in the case the injury is being suffered by the domestic industry. 
On the basis of the evidence available before the Authority, it is determined that the 
domestic industry has suffered injury. It has been observed the dumping has had a 
significant impact on the net sales realisation of the domestic industry for the subject 
goods. To preserve its market share the petitioner had to compete with low priced and 
dumped imports of the subject goods from the subject country. The landed price of 
the dumped imports indicates the evidence of severe price undercutting. 

84. The Authority notes that the price underselling is an important indicator to 
make an assessment of the injury. The Authority has worked out the fair selling price 
of the product under consideration and compared the same to the landed value to 
arrive at the extent of price underselling. The analysis shows a significant level 
incidence of price underselling causing injury to the domestic industry. The imports 
were having significantly suppressing/depressing effect on the price of the domestic 
market as the domestic industry is not able to raise its selling price in view of the 
dumped imports. Thus the examination of the available evidence shows that the 
domestic industry as a whole suffered injury on its sales of subject goods during POI. 
The Authority has determined the extent of price undercutting and price underselling 
during the POI and holds that domestic industry has suffered significant price 
undercutting and price underselling during the POI due to dumped imports from the 
subject country. 

Employment 

85. The employment level of domestic industry has declined during the POI from 
100 in 1999-2000 to 88 in 2000-2001 and which is further declined to 81.54 in the 
POI(annualised). The Authority notes that this change in employment is due to the 
decrease in production of the subject goods and having a significant loss to the 
domestic industry. 

86. The productivity of the domestic industry has increased due to decline in the 
number of employees. It is also observed that the production per employee has 
increased, whereas production per day declined significantly. The Authority, 
however, notes that this decline in level of employment cannot be ascertained due to 
the decline in production and capacity utilization. 

Profitability 

87. The unit cost of production has increased from 100 in 1999-2000 to 110.84 in 
the annualised POI whereas unit-selling price has also increased from 100 to 104.79 
but the unit-selling price has not increased in proportion to the cost of production, 
which led to the increase in losses. The domestic industry is incurring the loss due to 
the fact that the domestic industry is forced to reduce the selling price below its cost 
of production to hold on markets due to dumped imports from subject country. The 
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industry has suffered the material injury on account of depressed selling price 
resulting in non-recovery of cost of production thereby suffering financial losses. 

88. While cost of sales, production value and sales value have also increased, the 
increase in the cost of sales is more than increase in the sales value. This has directly 
resulted in decline in the profits of the domestic industry. 

Growth and return in investment 


89. The demand for the product has increased however, the growth of the 
domestic industry has declined significantly. The imports are retarding the growth of 
the domestic industry in spite of significant demand in the country. It is claimed that 
due to dumped imports from subject country the domestic industry is doubtful to 
achieve the target or even or to raise capital from the market unless remedial measures 
is taken to prevent dumped imports from subject country. The Authority notes that it 
would be difficult for the domestic industry to plan fi^sh investments. 

a) Cash profits of the domestic industry have marginally increased, but return on 
investment has been further declined in the POI. 

b) Wages per employee have increased. However, this increase is more due to the 
prevailing labour laws in the Country. Further, the increase in the wages has resulted 
in further increase in the cost of sales, whereas the domestic industry could not 
maintain its profits. 

c) Growth of the domestic industry has declined. 

90. The Authority notes that all relevant factors cumulatively and collectively 
establish that the domestic industry has suffered the material injury during the period 
of investigation due to dumped imports. 

M. CAUSAL LINK: 

91. In deteimining whether injury to the domestic industry was caused by the dumped 
imports, the Authority took into account the following facts: - 

92. Substantial imports of subject goods from subject country at dumped prices forced 
the domestic industry to reduce its selling prices to un-remunerative level, which has 
resulted in a situation of price undercutting in the Indian market. 

93. The imports from subject country suppressed the prices of the product in the Indian 
market to such an extent that the domestic industry was prevented from recovering its full 
cost of production and earn a reasonable profit from the sale of subject goods in India. 

94. The imports from subject country has forced the Domestic Industry to reduce the 
selling price, which has adversely affected its profitability. 
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95. The Authority, therefore, notes from the above that the imports from the subject 
country have been at a price below the selling price of the domestic industry. Further, the 
imports into India have been at a price lower than the non-injurious price for the Domestic 
Industry. As a consequence, there of, the Domestic Industry has not been able to earn a 
reasonable return on their investment. These parameters collectively and cumulatively 
indicate that the petitioner has suffered material injury due to the dumped imports. 

96. The share of volume of dumped imports in total consumption has increased from 
10.83% in 2000-01 to 28.15% during POI. The market share of Ae domestic industry fell 
from 67.73% in 2000-01 to 52.49% during POI. The dumped imports were coming into 
India at price that significantly undercut the prices of the like domestic product. The prices 
of dumped import have caused both price depression and price suppression on the prices of 
the like domestic products. Thus both volume and price effect is established. 

97. There is no contraction in demand (demand has rather increased). Further, there is 
no other factor such as trade restrictive practice or development in technology which could 
have material injury to the domestic industry. Increase in imports in absolute terms as also 
relative to the production and consumption in India have directly resulted increase in the 
sales, which further resulting in decline in the share of the domestic industry in the demand 
of the product in the country. Further, the low prices of imports have prevented the 
domestic industry from optimizing their profitability. 

N. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 

98. The Authority holds that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in 
general, is to eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair 
trade practices of dumping so as to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of the 
country. 

99. The Authority also recognises that though the imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duties might affect the price levels of the products manufactured 
using the subject goods and consequently might have some influence on 
relative competitiveness of these products, however, fair competition in the 
Indian market will not be reduced by these anti-dumping measures. On the 
contrary, imposition of anti-dumping measures would remove the unfair 
advantages gained by the dumping practices and would prevent the decline of 
the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice of the 
subject goods to the consumers. 

100. The Authority notes that the imposition of anti-dumping measures 
would also not restrict imports from the subject country in any way, and, 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the products to the consumers. 

101. The Authority has not merely relied upon the submissions of the 
petitioners regarding fair selling price, rather the Authority deputed a team 
for on-the-spot investigation and verification of costing and manufacturing 
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process of various forms of measuring tapes, and worked out in detail the fair 
selling price of measuring tapes in India for the Domestic Industry separately. 


O. CONCLUSIONS: 

102. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion that: 

(i) Subject goods have been exported to India from subject country below its normal 
value; 

(ii) The Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

("i) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports from the subject country. 


103. The Authority considers it necessary to impose an anti dumping duty on all imports 
of subject goods from subject country in order to remove the injury to the domestic 
industry. The margin of dumping determined by the Authority is indicated in the 
paragraphs above. The Authority recommend the amount of anti dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic 
industry. For the purpose of determining injury, the landed value of imports has been 
compared with the weighted average non-injurious price of the Petitioner Companies 
determined for the period of investigation. 


104. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that the anti dumping duties as set out 
below be imposed by the Central Government on all imports of subject goods under 
consideration falling under customs heading 9017, 9017.80, 9017.8001, 9017.90 originating in 
or exported from subject country. The Anti-Dumping duty shall be the difference between 
the amount mentioned in column no.9 of the following table and the landed value of 
imports US$ per Kg. on all imports of subject goods, falling under chapter 48 of the 

Customs Tariff, originating or exported from the subject territory/country mentioned 
below:- 








































































Landed value of imports for the purp^ose shall be the assessable value as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 
and all duties of customs except duties under sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the Preliminary Findings dated 8^^ January, 2003. 

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance 
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